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in law and equity why a new hearing should be 
ranted. ; 
Gentlemen well knew that one reason why the 
House was 80 overloaded with private claims 
which had been rejected, was, that they had been 
acted upon with an imperfect examination; and 
they were renewed from session to session, until you 
found repeated decisions against the same claim 
both by the committees and by Congress. If this 
evil were remedied, and if claims which were just 
were speedily acted upon by the board and by 
Congress, there would be no difficulty in bringing 
the subject within the compass of Congress, and 
of carefully edjudicating all these claims, and they 
would not determine and examine them as they did 
now—determine and examine them, he said, for, 
like the Prince of the Infernal Regions, of whom it 
was said, Castigat, audit que—they punished first, and 
perhaps heard afterward; though, for the greater 
art, unlike him, they gave no hearing at all. 


With regard to the limitation of a time within | 
which the claims should be presented, he thought 


there shquld be no rule adopted. There had here- 


tofore been attempts made to establish such a lim- | 


itation, but without success. The act of 1816 had 
been referred to, under which a commissioner had 
been appointed for the adjudication of a certain 
class of claims arising out of the last war with 
Great Britain. By its terms, the operation of that 
act had been limited to two years, and it was 
provided that only those who presented their 
claims within two years could have them allowed. 
The commissioner had been authorized to deter- 
mine finally upon the claims thus presented, and 
the Secretary of the Treasury was directed to 

ay out of the treasury the amounts so awarded 
« him. President Madison, at the succeeding 
session of Congress, referring to some abuses 
which had occurred in the exercise of the power of 
the commissioner, had sent in a communication to 
Congress recommending a modification of the law; 
and the law was not repealed, (as had been said 
by gentlemen,) and it never had been repealed, 
but it had been modified at the succeeding session 
of Congress, so as to give to the commissioner 
final jurisdiction in cases not exceeding two hun- 
dred dollars; and to the commissioner, together 
with the Secretary of the Treasury, final jurisdic- 
tion inall other cases. So far from the law having 
been repealed, it had been continued from time to 
time by the successive acts of 1818, ’24, and °37, 
and of the last session of Congress. So that it 
existed at this moment, and, until the 4th March 
next, the right on the part of these claimants would 
continue to go to the Third Auditor, who had 
been appointed expressly for that purpose and 
with an extra compensation for it, and have those 
claims adjudicated which had arisen during the 
war with Great Britain. Congress, therefore, had 
not found it practicable to make a limitation of 
this sort; and the act of 1816, with some modifica- 


tions, had been continued from time to time until | 


now. 
But the limitation would be unjust. 


knocking at the doors ‘of Congress for the last 
twenty-five 
been acted adversely upon at all. It would be say- 


ing, Because we have done you injustice for years, | 


because we have not before acted upon your claim 
and satisfied your just demands, therefore we will 
forever cut you off from bringing it before us any 
more. 

But from various quarters, from gentlemen of 
the highest respectability, had the suggestion been 
made that the proceedings of this board should be 
confined to those claims which were of a strictly 
legal or equitable character—the term equitable 
being used not to signify that which was abstractly 
Just, but as describing that character of claims 
which would be sustained before a court of chan- 
cery. Now, he could see no reason why private 
claims of every character which now came before 
Congress, should not be considered by this board 
and reported by them to Congress. There might 

very good reasons why the board should not pass 
them; but there was no reason, he apprehended, 
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t It would | 
cut off the claims of individuals who had been | 


ears, and whose claims had never | 


before 
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why the board should not act upon questions of 
this character which were now brought 
Congress, and the committees be relieved from the 
severe labor which was now imposed upon them. 
But further, there were many claims brought 
Congress which were nerfectly 
just, which, however, would not be sustained by 
the courts of law in actions between individuals, 
Those claims were constantly occurring. He men- 
tinned some of these cases, such as the case of an 
officer who, in the honest discharge of his duties, 
by direction of his superior officer, did an act eon 
trary to the law. Questions of this character had 
frequently arisen in reference to the slave trade, 
the embargo, the revenue laws; and 
had almost always sustained claims arisi 
such circumstances. ‘The House had had before 
them aclaim of this kind at the last session of 
Congress—that of a deputy postmaster who, un- 
der the directions of the Postmaster General from 
time to time given, had gone on to repair a post 
office, and it was subsequently found that it had 
/been done without any legal authority. Here 
was a case. which, according to the argument, 
could not go before the board; yet who could say 
that it was not strictly just?) He had spoken of 
cases of this character which occurred under the 
revenue laws; they were so numerous that a pro- 
vision had been made by law giving the Secretary 
of the Treasury the power to refund moneys which 
officers of the customs might have been obliged to 
pay in consequence of the honest and faithful dis- 
charge of their duties. 
The gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Vinrown,] in his 
argument the other day that the orders given by 
the President for the collection of duties in Mexico 
were unconstitutional, had suggested that suits 
might be brought, by persons who had thus been 
obliged to pay duties, against the President or his 
subordinate officers who had collected them. Sun- 
pose such a suit was brought against a quarter- 
' master or other officer who had thus collected a 

hundred or two hundred thousand dollars, and 
_ who had paid it over for the benefit of the Govern- 
| ment, and that damages were recovered from him: 
| here would be a case in which the officer would 
have no legal claim upon the Government, as the 
very act would have been declared illegal; yet 
who would say that he should not be indemnified 
by the Government? He referred to various other 
| classes of claims, strictly just and morally binding 
| upon the Government, and which Congress had 
repeatedly allowed, which were, nevertheless, not 
of a strictly legal character, mentioning especially 
the practice of the Government with regard to 
prizes awarded for captures in war; the law pro- 
viding that when an enemy’s vessel was captured 
by our citizens, they should be allowed a certain 
amount of prize-money; but the almost uniform 
practice having been of awarding prizes to those 
who, by their gallantry and bravery, had de- 
stroyed, burnt, or sunk the enemy’s vessels. 
| Here was no legal claim for prizes, yet they had 
almost invariably been allowed. 

He had enumerated these cases to show, that if 
the principle which gentlemen advocated were 
adopted, that no claims should be referred to this 
tribunal which were not of a strictly legal or equi- 

| table character, a large class of claims would be 
| cut off, which were as clearly just, and which the 
Government was mayally bound to pay, as much 
as if they were of a strictly legal or equitable cha- 
racter, and such as would be sustained ina court of 
law or equity between individuals. 

Again, it was said that unlimited power over the 
public treasury was given to this board. But did 
not gentlemen know that it was not in the power 
of this board to take one dollar out of the Treas- 
ury on account of.any adjudication of claims made 
| by them? Why, an objection, the very reverse 
of this had been urged by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. J. R. Incersoxr] with great, 


peiore 


sur ictly, 


( ‘onere ss 


, . 
w out of 


though not, in his opinion, with conclusive force, | 
that the board would not have final jurisdiction — | 


that every claimant would have to come to Con- 
|| gress finally before he could receive his just dues 
* from the treasury. 
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It appeared to him that gentlemen were not over 
fair in t| er opposition, For objections had been 
raised that the passage of this bill would brine a 
creater number of claimants to the capital; and 
that there were an insupportable number who were 
here already, who came here to reside, or had their 
arents residing at the capttal, and who were a ereat 

intot 
the attention of members, ‘hese 


made, as though, on this account, 


annoyance on ee their pressing their claims 


continually upon 
Statements were 


claimants ought not to be encouraced to come fur- 


ward with their claims; as though they eught not 


ums; as though 


a hear upon their ¢ 


ce ser ne { f the 


to h ive 
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they were not priviieve of having 
their claims rejected, and of be iy r sent home upon 
an adverse decision. It was not for him to detend 
these claimants or their agents; but as far as his 


experience had extended as amember of the C 


om- 


mittee of Claims, he could say, that so far fram 
their besieging him, by insisting and pressing their 
business upon the attention of the committee in an 
improper manner, the contrary was true; and he 
had heard no such complaint on the part of the 


committee with which he was connected. 

But the 
upon thi h had been sug- 
vested by several gentlemen, and which had been 
involved in several amendments to the bill, so that 
its fate seemed now to depend on it—the bill did 
not give any final jurisdiction tothe board, Tt re 
quired of the board merely to take testimony, by 
examination and cross-examination of witnesses, 
and report their opinion upon the facts,in the shape 
of a bill or otherwise; and that their decisions, 
being thus ascertained, should be laid before the 
Hlouse for its action. Ithad been said by the gen- 
tleman whose seat was near him, that the bill 
should provide for a final adjudication of these 
cases; and the same thing had been insisted upon 
and was embraced in the amendments by the gen- 
tleman from Virginia [Mr. Means] and the gen 
tleman from Indiana, [Mr. Pertrr.] 

Now, with regard to this, it was plain, from 
the character of the bill itself, that it must have 
respect to a large mass of claims which are ad- 
dressed to the mere discretion of Congress—to its 
sovereign power. When an individual applied to 
Congress for a claim not strictly legal in its char- 
acter, and rested his appeal solely upon the sense 
of justice implanted in the bosom of every’man, it 
was not in the power of Congress to turn over the 
case of such a person to any tribunal. It was out 
of the question to clothe any board of commis- 
sioners with the high discretion to be exercised in 
such a case; for it would be giving them unlimitel 
control over the treasury, and hundreds of thou- 
sands and millions of dollars might thus be im- 
properly drawn from it. His friend asked him 
whether there had not been cases in our legislation 
where the decision of a board of commissioners 
was made final by law? He replied affirmatively; 
but these decisions operated only upon cases very 
limited as to the amount involved,and very epecific 
in their character; so that no mistake could pos- 
sibly arise out of them. The case to which he 
referred was under the act of 1816; and within two 
years after it went into operation, it was found 
thateven the discretion there delegated would liave 
to be reduced, and it was reduced upon the sug- 
gestion of Mr. Madison. He repeated, that Con- 
gress could not impart an unlimited control of thia 
matter; and desiring, as he did, that justice should 
obtain, he could not think that any board of com- 
missioners in this country ought to have final 
jurisdiction in these cases. Yet there was a very 

| urgent necessity that decisions in these cases mightt 
be facilitated. “It was demanded in justice to indi- 
vidual citizens of the country; and upon an issue 
between the Government and the individual, he 
considered it far better that the Government should 
| suffer thau that the individual should be wronged. 

Further, to show the unreasonableness of the idea 
of granting such a discretion to a board of commis- 
sioners, he took the instance of the French claim- 

| ants, (whose claims he believed to be all just, and 
| he considered it a most crying injustice that they 
' had not been paid long ago,) and he felt that no 


re stil remained a very serious question 


+ subject—a question whi 
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man could think that Congress could or would for | 


a moment seriously consider a proposition to give 
to a board of three persons the power to make a 
final adjudication upon claims involving so vastan 


. -" | 
amount as five, ten, or fifteen millions of dollars. 


He took also the cases of the Texan, Mexican, and 
Californian claims—al! involving large amounts 
—to show what an enormous discretion was to be 
exercised in passing upon them, He was aware 
that gentlemen had said that the exercise of this 
discretion should be limited in amount. But that 
did not vary the principle atall. Ee took the case 
of a claim amounting to one thousand or five thou- 
sand dollars, depending upon a certain principle, 
which might be decided upon by this board; and 
then supposed, that in the lapse of time a hundred 
men came forward, each with a thousand or a 
five thousand dollar claim, dependent upon the 
same principle upon which the first was decided. 
What he supposed was true. There were many 
cases of small amount, all belonging to the same 
class, and the principle which wou!d decide one 
would decide them all. Was it not plain, therefore, 
that the case was not changed by a limitation as to 
the amount of the claim to be finally adjudicated ? 

Further, in opposition to this principle, he af- 
firmed that it would be utterly impossible to carry 
through Conere any proposition to give to a 
board of commissioners the power of final adjudi- 
cation upon claims of any amount: and in support 
of this assertion, he referred to the fact that sucha 
roposition was embraced in a bill which was 
wrought forward in the House by a former chair- 
man of the Committee on Claims, [Mr. Wuuir- 
TLESEY,| and advocated with all his acknowledged 
talents and statesmanship; yet it could receive no 
countenance in the House. He referred also to a 
bill of similar character with that now before the 
committee, which, about ten years ago, was in- 
troduced in the Senate by one of the most distin- 
guished lawyers of New England; he referred to 
Judge Prentice, of Vermont. Judge Prentice in- 
troduced a bill to provide for the settlement of 
claims against the Governntent, and being referred 
to the Judiciary Committee of the Senate, it was 
reported back in an amended form. A number of 
sections were added to the bill by the committee, 
and among them was one giving final jurisdiction 
to the board upon all claims for any amount less 
than —— dollars. 

When the bill came up for consideration, upon 
a thorough discussion of its merits, the provision 
for final jurisdiction was stricken out; and whey 
the bill came up on its final passage in the Senate, 
it was passed by thirty yeas to twelve nays. A 
copy of that bill was then before him; and he was 
a to observe that all its principal features 
appen to be ingrafted into the bill now before the 
committee, and which he had the honor to intro- 
duce at the last session. It was due to himself, 
however, to state, that he knew nothing of the 
existence of Judge Prentice’s bill till his attention 
was directed to it at the present session. The 
history of these bills was sufficient to convince 
him of the impracticability of the principle of giving 
final jurisdiction to a board of this sort. When 
this principle had been so recently decided against 
and condemned upon full discussion in both Houses 
of Congress, it was perfectly idle to talk about its 
success, 

But it had also been objected to this bill, that it 
did not afford the necessary relief; that it left the 
business just where it found it. He differed en- 
tirely with gentlemen taking this view. On the 
contrary, it was his decided impression and belief, 
that if a measure similar to that which he had pro- 
posed were adopted, the country might be ¢ ntirely 
certain of getting some action upon every claim 
now before the country by the very first Congress 
that might assemble after the system should go 
into operation. With reference to the objection on 


account of the amount of labor the system would 


devolve upon the commissioners, he confessed the 
force of this; but still it was not so creat but that it 
might be encountered, The business had been 
accumulating for years; but there were a few gen- 
eral principles the proper application of which, be- 
ing once understood, large classes of cases would 
be readily determined by them. He referred to 
the several classes of claims coming under the 
different heads of Invalid Pensions, Revolutionary 
Pensions, and Patents. Ina short time the board 
would become familiar with the proper application 
of these principles, and be able to decide readily 


whether almost any claim which might be sub- 
mitted to their examination should be allowed or 


‘not. And he had no hesitation at all in saying 


that it would not be a difficult thing for the House 
to decide upon any case where the facts, the writ- 
ten arguments, and the opinion of the board, should 
be all laid before them. It would only be neces- 
sary for them to understand the relation of the 
facts reported to these governing principles. For 
the investigation of these facts, they might safely 
rely wholly upon the board. And then there 
would be the advantage of the assuranee of obtain- 
ing a hearing on the part of the claimant, and the 
advantage of a cross-examination of witnesses on 
the part of the Government. Neither of these ad- 
vantages could be said now to have any existence 
at all, for all claims were now either deferred from 
Congress to Congress, or considered and passed 
wholly upon ex parte testimony. 

He proceeded to illustrate the facility with 
which the rule fora just classification of claims 
could be understood and applied in the House, 
and to show how it might reach any perticular 
case in a general bill reported by the commission- 
ers. These bills would partake of the nature of 
appropriation bills, but unlike other appropria- 
tion bills, might generally be got through upon 
a debate of not more than one or two days; and 
every claim would be thus decided upon with 
a far greater probability of justice than could ob- 
tain under the present system. Justice was the 
great matter, at last; and this, with a prompt 
hearing, would be amply secured under the opera- 
tion of the system proposed. 

Mr. JOSEPH R. INGERSOLL interrupted, to 
ask whether the opinion or recommendation of the 
board of commissioners, being strangers, should 
have more influence on the minds of members 
than an opinion or recommendation reported by a 
committee of the House upon any case submitted 
for investigation? 

Mr. ROCKWELL replied, that he believed that 
the opinion of the commissioners should be entitled 
to the highest consideration, because of their su- 
perior advantages in the investigation. The com- 
mittee had not the same opportunity for critical 


examination into facts; they had not the oppertu- 


nity of hearing both sides. .udi alteram partem 
was the principle that should obtain in all these 
cases, and the commissioners would be best able 
to apply it. They would not only hear both sides, 
but they would have the opportunity of making a 
thorough .cross-examination of witnesses. With 
reference to the objection about the reversal of 
these reports, that, he said, was not the main evil; 
for there were very few cases where the decision 
of the House had been wrong, after full debate. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, interrupted 
here to inquire whether there was to be any limit 
fixed to the discretion of these commissioners, in 
their application of principles, whether of law, 
equity, or justice ? 

Mr. ROCKWELL would answer the gentleman 
when he had disposed of the former question. 
The evil complained of was, not that the decisions 
of the committee were reversed in the House, but 
it was the operation of the rule, by which claim- 


ants were put off from yeur to year by the will of | 


a single member rising in his place and saying, 
‘“*[ object,” “Lf object.” Thus it was that many 
claims could not be reached for a long series of 
years. , 

With regard to the question of the gentlemap 
from Mississippi, he said, if this board were to 
have final jurisdiction of the cases coming before 
them, precise rules for their direction would have 
to be defined. But when it was the duty of the 
board merely to ascertain and define the facts and 
bearings of the case, it would be useless to define 
rules for their direction, for they could not be ob- 
served. They could not proceed in many of the 
cases submitted, either upon the principles of law 
or chancery practice, from the very nature of the 
case; and it would be as impossible to restrict them 
in this respect as it would be to restrict a commit- 
tee of this House. 

Mr. THOMPSON repeated his question. From 
the terms of the bill it appeared “that the commis- 
sioners must form an opinion upon every case, 
either favorable or unfavorable. as there any 
limit to their discretion, whether they shall decide 
upon the principles of law, equity, or justice? and 
he desired also to know whether these principles 
were to be defined? 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. | 


| Jan. 19, 
Mr. ROCKWELL continued. With revard t, 


those claims which might be proper suljeer ° 
legal or equitable cognizance—with respect tothe : 
the commissioner would, of course, be sulinn .. 
definite rules; but with regard to those cass aw ; 
have to be referred to the natural sense of jys1),, 
and where they were to report merely the fy. 
and an opinion thereon, he could not see how their 
proceedings could be regulated otherwise + ar 
der the discretion submitted in the bill. 
With regard to what had been said abou: th 
liability of those commissioners to malfeasance 
and corruption, he would ask whether they eo,\) 
be considered as more liable to corruption than 
members upon this floor? Or should the Hoyg 
refuse to give such a tribunal to the country ny» 
ly onthe ground of their liability to corruny 
Upon the same plea, the Government might re‘jee 
to allow of the adjudication of any claim againe: 
it. It was the same as to say, because there may 
bea wrong decision, there shall be no trial, P 
Te repeated now what he had said on a former 
occasion, that ours was almost the only civilized 
country in which there was not a tribunal to ad. 


hich 


han un- 


re. 


inn? 


judicate claims against the Government. Som; 


such tribunal was to be found in all civilized com. 
munities; and the gentleman who asserted tha: 
Great Britain was an exception to this statement, 
was mistaken. Even Great Britain had a tribunal 
where suit might be brought against the Crown, 
He regarded it as the duty of every Government 
to furnish some such tribunal—as much so as it 
was to furnish tribunals for the adjustment of 
claims between individuals. The idea that the 
citizen should so humble himself before the Goy- 
ernment as that he dare not assert his right, was 
monstrous, and wholly repugnant to justice, as it 
was to the spirit of republicanism. This principle 
stood at the very foundation of government, aii 
its administration was observed by many of the 
ruder nations of the earth, and even by the Indian 
tribes of this country. He did not consider it 
either prudent or safe for any Government on the 
globe to deny this right to its citizens; and the 
time would come when the people would not en- 


dure it. If the present bill was not right in prin- 


ciple, it should be made right. Gentlemen could 
perceive that the time was approaching when some- 
thing must be done; and it were better to adopt 
some measure of relief, though it might be an im- 
perfect one, than to submit longer to the existing 
difficulty with reference to the settlement of claims 
against the Government. He did most earnestly 
hope that gentlemen would determine upon some- 
thing, and that some measure might be adopted for 
the remedy of this crying evil, at the present ses- 
sion. 

When Mr. R. had fulfilled the hour— ; 

Mr. MURPHY moved that the committee rise. 

Mr. HARALSON simultaneously made the 


game motion. 


Mr. VINTON desired to inquire of the chair- 


/man whether, by the order of the House, debate 


had not been brought to an end on this bill with 
the speech just made by the chairman of the Com- 


mittee on Claims who had reported the bill? 


The CHAIRMAN answered affirmatively. — 

Mr. VINTON said, then, as there was nothing 
more to be done but to vote, he hoped the com- 
mittee would go on and dispose of the bill. 

Mr. MURPHY said, that with that understand- 


‘ing, he would withdraw. his motion that the com- 


mittee rise. 

Mr. HARALSON renewed it. ; 

And the question having been taken and decided 
in the affirmative, the committee rose and reported 
progress. 

Mr. HAMPTON, of New Jersey, from the 
Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported correct cer- 
tain bills, which received the signature of the 
Speaker. ° 


DEFICIENCIES IN APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. VINTON said the Committee of Ways and 
Means had instructed him to report back the bill 
making appropriations “‘ to supply deficiencies 1n 
appropriations for the service of the fiscal year 
ending the thirtieth June, 1849,’’ with their con- 
currence in the amendments made thereto by the 
Senate, with one small amendment. 

It was important that the departments should be 
in possession of some of the means provided by 
this bill, and he asked leave, therefore, to report 
it at this time. 
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He would also ask the House to go into Com- 





iD . 
’ purpose of passing upon the amendments. 
he p* 


The bill having been reported, and read by its 


re VINTON supposed, he said, that it was 
cammary it should go to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, in view of the 
enendments which had been made by the Senate. 
” The SPEA KER said, that the House by unani- 
mous consent might act on the amendments with- 
out ( ommitment. ; 

And no objection having been made— 

The amendments of the Senate were read, and, 


asamended in the unimportant particular designa- || during the war, and at its expiration had again 


wed by Mr. Vinton, were concurred in. 
Whereupon, the House adjournd. 





PETITIONS. 
The folowing petitions were presented under the rule, 
= ~ 
and referre d: 

By Mr. DARLING: The petition of John Cummins, ord- 
nance sergeant United States army at Fort Crawford, tor 
on ysuat extra allowance which is made to commissioned 
neers for doing the duties of acting assistant commissary ot 


sub-istence. 


Ry Mr. SAWYER: The petition of Collins Beaum ‘and 


zee of the Whole on the state of the Union, for | 
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EXTRA PAY TO VOLUNTEERS. 

Mr. ROBINSON, asked the unanimous consent 
of the House to introduce a bill, to which he 
trusted there would be no objection; which, he 
said, was rendered necessary by the construc- 
tion which had been placed by the War De part- 
ment upon the act of 19th July last, which pro- 
vided for extra pay to the volunteers of the Mex- 
ican war, who had served during the term for 
which they enlisted, and received an honorable 


discharge. It was well known that in the first place, 


| and had received an honorable discharge : 


other shipping werchants and owners of vessels on the | 


takes, for a light-ship at the entrance of the Niagara river. 

By Mr. PECK: ‘The petition ot George Howes and others, 
of Montpeher, Vermont, tor clieap postage. ’ 

Ry Mr. PEASLEE: The petition of Benjamin Wadleigh, 
and many otier citizens of Sutton, in the State of New 
Hawpshire, asking for reduced and uniform rates of post- 
ave, and the abolition of the franking privilege. — . 

“py Me. WENTWORTH: The petition of citizens of Ilh- 
nois for the passage of a law prohibiting the traffic in public 


lands, and for the laying Wem out in firms for the use ot || 


actual settlers. Ae = 
By Mr. STUART, of Michigan: The petition of Edward 
Fvans, ot Michigan, a soldier of the Revolution, for a pen- 


Bs Mr. MANN, of Massachusetts: The petition of John 


Burbank and one hundred and seventy-two others, of Mas- 
suchiusetts, in behalf of cheap postage. 


By Mr. PETTITT: The petition of Mrs. Hannah Albert- | 
son and sixty-four other ladies of America, for the release | 


from slavery of all of their sex in the United States. Aiso, the 
petition ot Hon. J. Naylor, and others, of Montgomery 
county, Indiana, for the redaction of postage. 

ty Mr. SMART: ‘The remonstrance of Hon. William G. 


Crosby, and two bundred and thirty-six others, against the | 


dismemberment of the Belfast collection district, for the 
purpose of forming a new district, with principal port at 
East Thomaston, Maine. 


By Mr. CATHCART: The petition of Jetin Rush, J. L. | 
Jernegan, and ninety-six other citizens of Ladiana, praying | 
proper and efficient laws may be enacted to prohibit | 


that * 
forever the existence of slavery in the Territories ef the 
United States.” Also, one of a like character, signed by 
Guy Johnson, Erastus Beach, and seventy other citizens of 
Indiana. 

By Mr. PALFREY: The petition of Esther M. Fairbank 
and 74 others, of North Ashburnham, Massachusetts; also, 


of Marey Bryant and 40 others, of West Stockbridge, Mas- | 


sachusetts; also, of Alma Lyman and 52 others, of Middle- 
town, Couneetieut, severally praying Congress to prevent the 
extension of slavery, to withdraw protection from the Ameri- 
ean slave trade, and to suppress slavery wherever Congress 
has competent jurisdiction. Also, the memorial of Benjamin 
Thompson, jr., and D. F. Davidsen, of Boston, Massachu- 


sells, praying restitution of tonnage duties illegally collected ' 


at the port of Laguna, in Mexico. 


By Mr. TALLMADGE: The memorial of 138 citizens of | 


Sew York, for a reduction of postage. Also, the memorial 
of Francis A, Carpenter and others, citizens of Lancaster 
county, Pennsylvania, asking the adoption of the plan pro- 
posed by Charles Wilkes, Esq., for the formation of a railroad 
from the Missouri to the Pacifte. 

'y Mr. GRINNELL: The petition of Gorham Lovell and 


many others, citizens of Barnstable, Massachusetts, asking | 
fora reduction of postage and the abolition of the franking | 


privilege. Also, the petition of Atkins Dyer, for return of 
foreign tonnage money paid by him. 








HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Saturpay, January 20, 1849. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


Mr. STARKWEATHER gave notice of a mo- 


tion for leave to introduce a bill for the relief of 
Robert B. White. 


Mr. NICOLL gave notice of a motion for — 


to introduce a joint resolution to authorize a 
tribution of books and documents to the Free 
Academy of the city of New York. 

Mr. ROCKWELL, of Conwecticut, moved that 


the House resolve itself into Committee of the | 
W hole on the state of the Union, to resume the | 
consideration of the bill to establish a board for | 


the settlement of private claims. He waived the 
motion, however, for a moment, at the request of — 
Mr. DANIEL, on whose motion it was 
Ordered, That leave be granted for the withdrawal of the 


Patent of W. W. Gray from the papers heretofore referred | 


© the Committee on Patents. 





is- | 


the volunteers had enlisted for twelve months only, 


that at 
the end of that time many had reénlisted to serve 


been honorably discharged. The War Depart- 
ment, however, had decided that those who had 
served during the two campaigns should receive 
their extra pay for but one—— 

Mr. ROCKWELL interposed, and insisted on 
his motion; which being agreed to by ayes 8, 
noes 23— 


BOARD TO SETTLE PRIVATE CLAIMS. 
The House resolved itself into Committee of the 


| Whole on the State of the Union, (Mr. Burr, of 


South Carolina, in the chair,) and resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill to establish a board for the 
settlement of private claims. 

The hour allotied to debate having expired, the 
committee proceeded to vote. 

The first section of the bill provides as follows: 

That a board for the settlement of claims against the Uni 


|| ted States be, and the same is hereby, constituted and estab- 
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fished, to consist of three Commissioners, tobe appointed by 
the President by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate. Thesaid commissioners shal! severally take an oath 
before a judge of the cireuit court of the United States for 
the District of Columbia, faithfully and impartially to execute 
the duties of his office to the best of lis judgment and ability ; 
and each commissioner shall reccive a compensation of 


$3,900 per annum, to be paid quarterly from the treasury of 
the United States. 


Mr. HAMPTON, of Pennsylvania, moved to 
amend the first section so as to provide that the act 
should take effect ‘from and after the 4th July, 
1849.’ Agreed to. 

Mr. CUMMINS had moved to amend this sec- 
tion, by adding at the end thereof the following: 


And that the term of office of said commissioners shall be | 


four years, unless for sufficient cause they, or either of them, 
shall be sooner removed from said office by the President 
of the United States. 

The question pending was on the amendment. 

1 I = 
It was waived, however, for the present; and 

Mr. PUTNAM offered an amendment, to add 
at the end of the section the following, which was 
rejected: 

And the commissioners may appoint a clerk for the said 
board, whe shall be subject to removal at their pleasure, and 
shall take the like oath aforesaid av such clerk, and be enti- 
ued to a salary of ——— dollars per annuin. 

Mr. VAN DYKE moved an amendment, to re- 
duce the salary of the commissioners from $3,500 
to $2,500. Rejected. 

Mr. KAUFMAN moved to amend by striking 
out the word *settlement’’ and inserting ‘“exami- 
nation.” 


As the section now stood, (he said,) it conveyed 


the idea that the decision of the board was to be ;| 


final, whereas it was only a recommendation to 
Congress. He wished this part of the section to 
conform to the general provisions of the bill. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. KAUFMAN moved to reduce the com- 
pensation of the commissioners to $3,000, Re- 
Jected—ayes 54, noes 63. 

The question then recurred on the amendment 
of Mr. Cummins. 

Mr. CUMMINS, in explanation, said that his 
amendment proposed two things: the first was, 


to limit the tenure of the office to four years; the | 


next was, to throw some control over the officers 
whilst their office continued. In case of miscon- 
dict, or incompetency, or other cause, the incum- 
bent could then be removed from office. This 
control, he thought, the Government ought to hold 
over every Office. As the bill now stood, the office 
was a life office. No means were provided for 
impeachment or removal. This was not congenial 
with the principles upon which the Government 
was administered. The office should be limited to 
some reasonable term. He supposed four years to 
be such a term. If, after they had served four 
years, the officers should be found competent, they 


could be reappointed. Ele thought that in the two |) enough to conceal his political opinions, 
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particulars he has designated, the bill was clearly 
deficient. 

Mr. €., at the request of Mr. Rock want, of Con- 
necticut, yielded the floor. 

Mr. ROCK WELL suggested that he supposed 
no action of this House could control the consti- 
tutional right of the President of the United States 
to remove these officers. He wished that it could 
be so. But he supposed that the right of the Presi- 
dent, in this respect, had been established, from 
the origin of the Government to the present ume. 
In the first Congress it was a subject of debate 
whether the President had, or had not, the implied 
power to remove officers. 

The hammer fell, (Mr. Comauns’s time having 
expired.) 


Mr. ROCKWELL (pro forma) moved to amend 
the amendment by striking out ** four years,” and 
inserting ** ten.”” 

He was about, he said, to remark, that he sup- 
posed it to have been settled, ever since the first 
Congress after the adoption of the Constitution of 
the United States, that the power of the President 
to remove was a power incident to the power of 
appointment, except in those cases which were 
expressly provided for in the Constitution. From 
that time to the present, the power had been con- 
stantly exercised with reference to officers, for a 
specific term, as well as to those appointments 
which were made without any limitation whatever. 
The provision in the bill was precisely the same 
which existed in relation to the heads of depart- 
merits, the Comptroller, Auditors, &e. There 
was no limitation whatever. The power of re- 
moval was incident to the power of appointment. 
Congress could not control it; therefore, such a 
provision was not necessary. 

Mr. MULLIN moved to amend the amendment 
by striking out all after the word * years.’’ 

Mr. M. said, that ifthe President had the powers 
claimed by the gentleman from Connecticut, (Mr. 
Rockwe.t,} this clause would be entirely un- 
necessary. It seemed to him that it was clearly 
so, or if not unnecessary, that it was improper, 

The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment of Mr. Mutu was agreed to. 

The question then recurring on the amendment 
of Mr. Cummins— 

Mr. PECK offered the following substitute: 

At the end of line 14, insert— 


And that of the commissioners first appointed under this 
act, one shall hold his office for two years, one for four 
@years, and one for six years; and they shall, at their first 
meeting forthe purpose of organization, determine by lot their 
respective terms of service. Commissioners appointed there- 
after shall hold their office for six years, unless when 
appointed to filla vacancy happening otherwise than by the 
expiration of the term of service of their predecessors, m 
which case they shall hold their office for the residue of such 
predecessors’ unexpired term. 

Mr. CUMMINS inquired if it was not in order 
to perfect the amendment, before taking the vote 
on the substitute? 

The Chair having so decided— 

Mr. CUMMINS moved to amend, by striking 
out from the amendment the word “four,’”’ and in- 
serting ‘‘three.”’ 

Mr. C., in explanation, said that his object was 
to reply to the remarks of the entleman from 
Connecticut, [Mr. Rocxkwett.] hat gentleman 
maintained, that in all cases where officers are 
nominated by the President and confirmed by the 
Senate, and in which no definite period or term of 
years is fixed by the Constitution or law creating 
the office, in such cases the officer thus appointed 
holds his office at the will of the President, and 
may by him be removed, with or without cause. 
He further maintained, that this point was made 
and decided at an early period in the history of 
this Government. He (Mr. C.) did not at this 
time propose to discuss the theory of the tenure 

| of offices of appointees by the President, nor the 
power of the President to remove at will in such 
cases. It was his purpose rather to present the , 
question in a practical than a theoretical — of 
view. In cases where the office was purely polit- 
ical, or closely connected with political opinions 
and movements, as in the heads of departments, 
where the appointees formed the President’s privy 
counselors and constitutional advisers, there he 
granted that removals would be made with every 
change of administration. But in cases where the 
offices were not political, but of a business char- 

‘acter, and where the ineambent had sa ne, 

to be 
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all things to all men, and nothing long, notwithstand- 
ing be might be incompetent to discharge the duties 
of the office, either from want of capacity, want of 
nt of integnty, yet he would have 
lherents to stand by him, and it 


: 
maustry, or w 


his friends and a 


would be found difficult to have him removed 


without raising the cry of prose ription for opin- 
jon’s sake. Limit the tenure of the office to a fixed 
period, and when it expired, if there be well- 
founded objections 4o his reappointment, it would 
he meh easier and a more agreeable duty for the 
President to select from the citizens of the nation 
n | ind more competent man, than it would 
he to remove one man to make a place for another. 
Experience had proved the truth of this position. 
I ie re were men now in office who had been there 
for many years, who, when they were appointed, 
were worthy and competent, but who, by the lapse 
of time, had become incapacitated for the duties of 
the places they fill, and by reason of whose ineom- 
peiency the public interests suffered. If the tenure 
of these offices liad a legal terminus, these incom- 
petent men would not be re appoint d, but betuer 
men would take their places. He was opposed to 
creating Iife offices, or offices without legal limit. 
He desired to keep the control of public officers in 
the hands of the people or their representatives; 


end he would vote for no bill that created a perpe- | 


luity. 
Mr. CUMMINS withdrew diis amendment. 
The question then recurred on the amendment 
of-Mr. Prek. 
Mr. PECK briefly explained and sustained his 
amendment. 
And the question having been taken thereon, the 
amendment was ac 
The question then recurred on the 


reed to. 
original 
amendment of Mr. Cummins, as thus amended. 

And the question having been taken thereon, 
the amendment as amended was acreed to. 

Mr. DUER now proposed to amend the first 
rection by an amendment embracing a part of the 
amendment he had heretofore offered as a substi- 
tute for the bill, and which had been printed. But 
he waived his motion for the present. 

\ir. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, moved to amend 
the first section as follows: 

That if any member of Congress shall appear, or offer to 
oppocar as counsel or attorney, or otherwise aid any claimant 


in establishing anv claim or claims against the United States 


bhetore sail board of comiplssioners, the seat of such mem 
ber shall be vacated, and the member rendered ineligible the 


remainder of the tein for which he was clected. 


we 

Mr. JOHNSON (in explanation) said that the 
amendment offered Ly the gentleman from New 
York {[Mr. Duer! (and which the gentleman in- 


tended to offer as a whole) was designed to secure | 


the interests of the United States. He (Mr. J.) 
had offered this amendment with aview to carry 
out that idea. 

He had somewhere read, upon high authority 
he thought, that we should not be led into tempta- 
tion. One thing was manifest to all: if this board 
was esiablished, members of Congress would beem- 
ployed to appear before it, to prosecute the claims 
ot parties. 
Committee on Claims to act upon these cases, an 


individual would scarcely be bold enough to ap- | 


proach a member of Congress and offer a fee for 
the successful prosecution of the claim; but if this 
business was transferred to a board of commis- 
sioners, members of Congress could appear as 
agents or attorneys, could go before the board, 
and the individual say, I will give, not a bribe, 


buta certain amount of compensation. He thought | 


members of Congress should be kept out of this 
business; if they were not, they would monupolize 
all the business of this newcourt. It was opening 
the door to corruption—it was offering an oppor- 
tunity to members of Congress to receive bribes in 
the shape of fees. He would apply the same rule 
to members that was applied to lawyers practising 
in the courts of the States. As an evidence of the 
propriety of some such rule, he adverted to no- 
tices which, he said, even members of Congress 
had put in the newspapers, proposing to prosecute 
claims against the Government of the United 
States, If this court was established, it was, as 
he had said, merely transferring the business of 
the Committee on Claims to the board of commis- 
sioners; and gentlemen knew that these consider- 
ations must exercise an influence over the minds 


of members when the cases were brought up 
here, 


As the matter now stood, with the | 


Mr. VINTON moved to amend the amendment 
as follows: 
And all contracts with any person for a share of the 


claim for hisservices in prosecuting the same shall be abso- 
lutely nulland void. 


Mr. VINTON, in explanation, said that he did 


not know but that there might possibly be some | 


such evil to be apprehended as the gentleman from || bidder for the payment thereof. 


Tennessee [Mr. Jonunson] seemed to anticipate. 
gut he (Mr. V.) had long suspected that there was 


a much greater evil existing in regard to the cases | 


of claimants that were brought before this House. 
Gentlemen had all heard the rumors that were 
abroad, that theagents who surrounded this House 
in the prosecution of claims were carrying on what 
was called champerty; that Was to say, that they 
were prosecuting these claims for a share of the pro- 
ceeds, and that share often the lion’s share (as it 
was called.) Ifa board was to be established, and 


that board was to be surrounded by agents, he | 


would adopt the rule which was made applicable 
by the common law of the States and by the statutes 
of almost all of them, in respect to the attorneys 
who might prosecute these claims. He had drawn 
up his amendment hastily, but with a view to test 


the sense of thecommittee. If the committee should | 


think that a proviso of this kind ought to go into 
the bill, they could give it such shape and form as 
they thought proper. 

Mr. JOLINSON said he would accept the amend- 
ment as a modification of his amendment. 

Mr. VINTON withdrew his amendment, ex- 
pressing his intention to offer it again hereafter. 

Mr. JOHNSON renewed the amendment which 
was offered and just withdrawn by Mr. Vinton. 

Mr. HALL, of Missouri, moved to amend the 
amendment of Mr. Jounson, by striking out all 
that part which provided that members of Congress 
should be rendered ineligible for the remainder of 
the term for which they were elected. 


tions as these upon members of Congress. 


The question was taken, and the amendment of | 


Mr. Hau was rejected. 


The question then recurring on the amendment |! against the Government, to provide, by a standing 


| ruleofthe House, that no member should be allowed 


of Mr. Jounson— 


Mr. ASHMUN moved to amend the amend- | 


ment, by striking out all that part which preceded 
the provision in relation to contracts. 


He said | 
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peachment of the honor and integrity of member 
. erg 


ted to 
] 80 to 
» at the 


the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Bow ix 
modify his amendment as to provide that jf 
expiration of the term of imprisonment, the f 
should not be paid, the member of Convress 
other officer be sold at public auction to the hic} cd 
chest 
The amendmentof Mr. BOWLIN to the amend. 
ment was rejected. ? 
Mr. HOUSTON, of Delaware, moved to amend 
the amendment by striking out the words Sane 
member of Congress or, *’ and said he did ya 
perceive the propriety of the amendment offered 
by the honorable member from South Carolina, 
so far, at least, as it applied to members of Con. 
gress. What occasion was there for jt? The 


| board of commissioners to be established under 
this bill, in case it should be adopted and become 


a law, are to preside as judicial officers in the jp. 
vestigation and adjudication of claims against the 
Government, and all the proceedings before jt are 
to be transacted in public. What reason, then 
could there be for the restriction sought to be in. 
posed by this amendment upon members of Cop. 
gress? and why should they be excluded from 
appearing before it for the prosecution of claims as 


| legal counsellors of the claimants? For his part, 
| he could not see the justice or necessity of their 
| exclusion, although it seemed to be a very genera! 


_of this nature would be proper. 


opinion through the House that some restriction 
If it was to be 
supposed, as seemed to be assumed in the amend- 


| ment, that members may be corrupted by their 
/ contact with these claimants, the remedy was not 


to be found in this amendment; and he thought it 


| would be better to change the penalty proposed 


by it, by providing, that if any member should 


/ appear before the board for the prosecution of 


hedid it on the ground that the two branches of || 


Congress could not declare the seat of a member 


to a seat here. 
House the power to judge of the elections, returns, 
and qualifications of its own members. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 


Mr. WOODWARD moved an amendment, to 
add at the end of the section the following: 


That it shall not be lawful for any member of Congress, | 


- 


or other officer of any department of the Government, to be || 
retained or employed as agent, attorney, or solicitor in the | 


prosecuion of any claim against the United States. And if | 


any such member of Congress or other officer of the Gov- 


ernment shall be retained, or presume to act, as such agent, | 
attorney, or solicitor, or hold council with any member of | 


the board of commissioners herein established, with a view 
to influence the action or judgment of the board upon any 
claim before it, the party so offending shall be deemed guilty 
of a misdemeanor, and, upon conviction thereof, shall be 
fined in asum not exceeding $2,000, 

. He said he offered this amendment to strike at 
the root of the evil. The evil was, not that the 
eer an attorney or solicitor, but that he 
employed an attorney or solicitor out of this 
House or the other, or out of any of the branches 
of the executive department. If the Government 
was corrupted by allowing a claimant to purchase 
such services, it would do very little good to give 
him a chance of escaping payment; if he bar- 
gained to pay he ought to pay, although the ser- 


vice were procured corruptly. He would not scrgen | 


the claimant from this burden, but he would pro- 
hibit and prevent the immoral and corrupt practice. 


Mr. BOWLIN moved to amend the amendment | 


by adding at the end thereof the following: 


And in default of payment of said fine, he shall be impris- | 
oned in the jail of the District of Columbia for a term of | 


not less than ninety days, nor more than twelve months. 


Some irregular conversation took place, in the 
course of which Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsyl- 
vania, expressed his dissent from the provisions of 
both the amendment and the amendment _to the 
amendment, on the ground that they were an im- 


oo) nce ‘| any claim, he should thereby forfeit his right to 
Mr. HALL was of opinion, he said, that Con- |! yo; : 


gress had no right to prescribe such disqualifica- 


vote on any appropriation to satisfy the claim, 
in the event that it should be allowed by the 
commissioners. Indeed, he thought it would be 


| better, if gentlemen were fearful that members may 


be corrupted by their connection with claimants 


to vote as such in favor of a claim of any constit- 
uent of his district, or in favor-of any claim which 
he had been engaged, either here or elsewhere, in 
urging through Congress. If there was any dan- 


ry! _member || ger of corruption in the case, gentlemen, he thought, 
of this House vacant, nor declare a man ineligible | 


The Constitution gave to each | 


would discover, on reflection, that it did not exist 
in the open proceedings of a judicial board of pub- 
lic officers, but rather in those secret transactions 
which were not contemplated in the amendment. 
With these views, he should vote against the 


‘| amendment of the gentleman from South Carolina. 


He withdrew his amendment. 

Mr. HILLIARD renewed the amendment, and 
expressed the opinion, that if the adjudication of 
the board was to be final, there could be no objee 
tion to members of Congress prosecuting claims be- 
fore it. In many instances it might be a matter of 
great convenience to their constituents to be allowed 
to intrust the prosecution of their claims to them 
in preference to other counsel, with whom they 
might not be acquainted. He hoped the bill would 
be so amended as to make the adjudication of the 
board final; ifso, there could be no necessity for 
the prohibition. But, as-the bill now stood, the 
proposed prohibition upon members of Congress 
was just, as otherwise they would afterwards be 
called to act as judges upon claims which they 


_ had previously prosecuted as advocates before the 


board. 
He withdrew the amendment. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, moved to 
amend the amendment, by striking out the words 


|“ nresume to.”? He said a member might be 


| presumed to act as counsel when he laid papers 


béfore the board. 

Theamendmentto the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, moved that the com- 
mittee rise. Rejected. 

Mr. HILLIARD: moved to amend the amené- 
ment, by striking out that part which provided for 
the punishment of members of Congress, and 10 


| serting in lieu thereof a provision that they should 


be deprived of the right of voting upon said claims 
when they came before Congress. —_* j 
He remarked, that he considered it in very ba 


taste to enact severe penalties against members of 


Congress. Simply to deprive them of the mgm 
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as judge upon cases in which they had | 


of acung oe } 
as advocates, would meet the whole 


appeared 
a 


. Mr. STRONG inquired what authority Con- 
gress had by law to say that members of either 
House had not the right to vote upon certain ques- 
tions which might come befere them? 

Mr. HILLIARD replied that he perceived the 
difficulty, and that the true mode of reaching the 
case would be to add such a provision to the rules 
of the House as he proposed. 

He therefore withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, (upon a pro 
forma amendment.) was understood (referring to 
‘that portion of his amendment which had been 

stricken out on motion of Mr. Asumvn) to argue 

that it was competent for Congress by law to pre- 
scribe certain qualifications for members of Cen- 
gress, and that it would still remain for the House 
to judge and determine the question of qualifica- 
ion, as they were now the constituted judges, 
under the prescribed qualifications, (as to age, 

&c.,) in the Constitution. 

Mr. POLLOCK moved to amend the amend- 
ment so as to extend the prohibition proposed to 
practise in the Supreme Court of the United States 
in any suit wherein the United States is a party. 

He contended that if the restriction was proper 
in reference to the board of commissioners, it was 
equally so in reference to the Supreme Court. 
But he was opposed to the entire proposition, and 
was disposed to refer all questions of this kind to 
the honor and integrity of members of Congress. 
He considered the proposition a wholesale -reflec- 
ion upon them. 

Mr. RHETT was understood to inquire of the 
gentleman if members of Congress, should be al- 
lowed to appear as lawyers for the prosecution of 
claims before this board, and afterwards come into 
their respective Houses to vote as judges upon the 
same claims? 

Mr. POLLOCK replied, if there was not integ- 
rity enough in gentlemen in this House or in the 
other to act as honest men, he would leave to their 
constituents to settle the matter with them. 

He withdrew the amendment to the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. ROCK WELL moved to amend the amend- 
ment by striking out that portion which relates to 
holding counsel with any member of the board 
with a view to influence him. 

As to the first part of the amendment, he said 
he did not think that any member of Congress 
would think of practising as a lawyer before the 
board. To that part of the amendment, however, 
he should not object. As to the other part, it im- 
oy that such an occurrence might take place; and 
1¢ did not think it possible, with reference either 
to the board or the member. 

The amendment of Mr. Rockwe tt was rejected. 

And the amendment of Mr. Woopwarp was 
agreed to—ayes 101, noes not heard. 

Mr. BRIDGES offered the following amend- 
ment, which was rejected: 

Section Ist, in the 7th line, after the word **Sen- | 
ate,’ add: ** one of whom shail be styled president 
of the board, and the other two associate commis- 
sioners.”’ 

_ The second section of the bill being under con- 
sideration, in the words following: 

Sec. 2. And he it further enacted, That claims against the 
Chited States shall, as heretofore, be presented to, and set- 
tled by, the proper accounting officers; and if, upon any 
such settlement, the claimant shall be dissatisfied, he may 
appeal to the board of commissioners herein constituted, 
and the proper officer shall lay before the board all papers 
and facts on which he acted, with his decision in the case. | 


And in all cases where the subject-matter of the claim is 
by law cognizable by any of the officers of the Treasury De- 


THE CO 


jut no quorum voted. 
‘yr ’ 
The roll was then called over, and the committee 


‘ rose, and the Chairman reported the names of the 


absentees to the House. 
A quorum having appeared— 
The committee resumed its session. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, (on a pro 


forma amendment,) sustained the pending amend- 


ment, and argued that the board should not be 
allowed to pass upon the question whether the 
accounting officers of the Executive Departments 
acted upon claims before them without ‘unreason- 
able delay.” 

The amendment of Mr. Kavrman was agreed to. 

A conversation arose upon a pro forma amend- 
ment, between Messrs. THOMPSON, of Penn- 
syivania, and STRONG, in which Mr. T. was 
understood to express the opinion, that appeals 
from the Commissioner of Pensions should not go 
before the board ofcommissioners; and Mr. S. to 
hold that there was quite as great a necessity in 
these, as in any cases, that the claims should un- 
dergo the examination of the board. 

On motion of Mr. STEPHENS, the committee 
rose. ‘ 

Mr. VENABLE moved that the House adjourn. 

Mr. PUTNAM called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered; and the 
motion having been agrecd to— 

The House adjourned. 


PETITIONS. 
The following petitions were presented under the rule 


| and referred: 


) 


By Mr. MILLER: The petition of citizens of Marion 
county, in the State of Ohio, praying for a rediiction of 
postage, &c. 

By Mr. BLACKMAR: The petition of the widow and 
heirs of Dr. Henry Perrine, asking an extension of the act 
of 1841, granting them a township of land in Florida, under 
certain restrictions. 


By Mr. EVANS, of Ohio: The petition of 101 citizens of 
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The VICE PRESIDENT also Inid before the 
Senate a communication from the Mayor of the 
city of Brooklyn, New York, with a resolution of 
the Common Council of that city, recommending 
Brooklyn as a more desirable location than the 
city of New York fora branch mint; which was 


| ordered to be printed. 


SLAVERY IN THE TERRITORIES. 
Mr. DIX presented resolutions passed by the 


| Legislature of the State of New York, which were 


read as follows: 

Whereas the people of the State of New Mexico bave pe 
titioned Congress for the establishment of a territorial gov 
ernment which shall protect them against the institution of 
domestic slavery while they remain a Territory of the Uni 


| ted States; and have also petitioned Congress for protection 


} and California, and revolting to the 


} 


| now 


iI 
| 
{| 
i 
\| 
| 


| 


against the unfounded claims of the State of Texas to a large 
portion of their territory lving east of the Rie Grande; and 
whereas it would be unjust to the people of New Mexico 
eprrut of the age, to per- 
mit domestic slavery—an institution from which they are 
free—to be introduced among t ; and whereas, 
since the acquisition of New Mexico by the United States, 
the people thereof have a right to ex i the protection of 
the General Government, and should be secured in the full 
possession and enjoyment of their territory: Therefore, 

Resolved, (if the Assembly concur.) That our Senators in 
Congress be instructed, and our Representatives in Congress 
be requested, to use their best efforts to procure the paseage 
of laws for the establishment of governments torthe tervtory 
acquired by the late treaty of peace with Mexico; and that, 
by such laws, involuntary servitude, except for crime, be 
excluded from such territories. 

Resolved, (if the Assembly concur.) That the yterritory 
iIving between the Nueces and the Rio Grande, and that por- 


em 


| tion of New Mexico “tying east of the Rio Grande, are the 


| at the seat of the 


Muskingum county, Ohio, for an amendment of the law | 


fixing the mileage of members of Congress. 

By Mr. HALL, of New York: The petition of 105 legal 
voters of the city of Buffalo, in favor of cheap postage. 
Also, the petition of William Wilkeson and others, citizens 
of Buffalo, New York, praying for uniform and cheap post- 
age, and the entire abolition of the franking privilege. > 

By Mr. STARKWEATHER: The petition of Peter Shutes 
and others, praying for a pension. 

By Mr. LYNDE: The petition of Guy Stanghton, M. B. 
Edson, and others, citizens of Rock county, Wisconsin, 
praying for the establishment of a mail route from Janes- 


ville, in Rock county, by the Indian ford on Rock river, to | 


Columbus, in Columbia county. 

By Mr. PALFREY: The petition of P. P. Warriner and 
187 others, of North Wiibraham, Massachusetts, praying 
Congress to prevent the extension of slavery, to withdraw 
the protection of Government from the American slave 
trade, and to suppress slavery wherever Congress has com- 
petent jurisdiction. 


IN SENATE. 


Monpay, January 22, 1849. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate 
the following communication from the Treasury 
Department: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, Jan. 19, 1849. 

Sir: [ have the honor herewith to submit a copy of a 
communication from the Commissioner of the General Land 


Office, under date of the 17th instant, enclosing a synopsis | 


| of the report of Dr. G. T. Jackson, on the geological survey 


| made by him of the mineral lands in Michigan, and respect. | 
fully request that the synopsis may be printed with the Com- | 


partment, or other officers of the United States, it shall be || 


the duty of the claimant first to make application to such 
officer or officers for the settlement of his claim; and the 
said claimant shall not be entitled to have hjs claim exam- | 
ined or acted upon by the said board, unless it shall have 
been so presented and acted upon as afvresaid, unless said 
board shall be satisfied that there has been unreasonable 
delay on the part of the proper officers in the consideration 
and decision of said claim. 


Mr. KAUFMAN moved to strike out the words | 
‘unless said board shall be satisfied that there has 
been unreasonable delay on the part of the proper 


officers in the consideration an 
claim.”? 


decision of said | 


} 


Mr. K. urged the adoption of this amendment | 


4s a salutary restriction upon the board. 


| 


The question was taken, and the vote stood— | 


ayes 51, noes 46. 


missioner’s annual report. 
I have the honor to be, very respectfully, your obedient 
servant, R. J. WALKER, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 
Hon. G. M. Datuas, Vice President U. S. 
and President of the Senate. 


On motion, it was ordered that the document lie | 


on the table. 


The VICE PRESIDENT also laid before the | 


Senate the following: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, Jan. 20, 1849. 

Str: [have the honor to transmita report from the Reugis- 
ter of the Treasury, containing the statement of the com- 
merce and navigation of the United States for the last fiscal 
year, prepared as required by the act of the 10th February, 
1820. 1 have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 

R. J. WALKER, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 
Hon. G. M. Datuas, Vice President U. S. 
and President of the Senate. 

On motion of Mr. DIX, it was ordered, that 
5,500 additional copies be printed, 500 of which 
for the use of the Treasury Department. 

The VICE PRESIDENT also laid before the 
Senate a communication from the Navy Depart- 
ment, in compliance with a resolution of the 18th 
instant, calling for contracts for transmission of the 
mail to foreign countries in steamships; which was 

, ordered to be printed. 


e 


common property of the United States, and that our Sen 
ators in Congress be instructed, and our Representatives in 
Congress be requested, to use their best efforts to preserve 
the same as such common property, anid protect it from the 
unfounded claims of the State of Texas, and prohibit the 
extension over jt af the laws of Texas, or the institution of 
domestic slavery. 

Resolved, (if the Assembly concur.) That the existence of 
prisons for the confinement, and marts for the sale of slaves, 
National Government, is viewed by this 
Legislature with deep regret and mortification, and that 
such prisons and marts ougi forthwith to be abolished, 

Resolved, (ifthe Assembly concur,) ‘That our Senators in 
Congress be instructed, and our Representatives in Congress 
be requested, to use their strenuous efforts to procure the 
passage of a law that shall protect slives from unjust ia- 
prisonment, and shall effectually put an end to the slave 
trade in the District of Cotumbia. 

Resolved, (if the Assembly concur.) That the Governor be 
requested to forward copies of the foregoing resolutions to 
each of our Senators and Representatives in Congress. 

By order of the Senate: 
A. H. CALHOUN, Clerk of the Senate. 
In ASseMBLy, Januury 6, 1819. 


Resolved, That the Assembly do concur in the above reso- 
lutions. By order: 


PHILANDER B. PRINDLE, Clerk. 
Mr. DIX moved that the resolutions lie upon 


| the table. 


Mr. RUSK. Mr. President, I hope the gentle- 
man will withdraw his motion for a moment, as I 
would prefer that the resolutions should be referred 
to the Judiciary Committee, as they involve some 
questions of considerable imporiance. 

Mr. DIX. I would prefer that the usual course 
should be adopted. believe that resolutions 
passed by State Legislatures and sent here have 
never been referred to a committee. . 

PRESIDING OFFICER. A motion to lay on 
the table is not debatable. 





' 


i 


i 
} 
} 
} 


Mr. RUSK. I would make a further appeal to 
the Senator from New York—— 

PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The motion is not 
debatable. 

The question was then taken on the motion of 
Mr. Dix; which was agreed to. 

Mr. RUSK. Mr. President, | move that the 
resolutions be printed, in order that | may have an 
opportunity to say a few words in relation to this 
subject. 1 believe I have a right to make that 
motion. 

Mr. DIX. If the Senator from Texas will per- 
mit me, I will make that motion. 

The motion was so received. 

Mr. RUSK. Mr. President, I shall vote for the 
printing of these resolutions; and I desired that they 
should be referred to the Judiciary Committee. 

The Legislature of New York is a body of the 
highest respectahility, and they take, at once, 
jurisdiction of the slavery question—a question 
which is likely to agitate this Union from one end 
to the other—and dispose of it in a most prompt 
and summary manner. [do not intend to ques- 
tion their jurisdiction as to that question; but, sir, 
I question here, and the State of Texas will ques- 
tion elsewhere, and I think properiy, the juris- 





i} diction taken by the Legislature of the State of 
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New York to dispose of her boundary—to take 


jurisdiction of a matter which ts a question of 


sovereignty. For, if it is once conceded that the 


respectable Legislature of the sovereign State of 


New York can fix the boundaries of Texas atall, 
she may fix them where she chooses; she may 
pronounce the Sabine to be the western boundary 
of ‘Texas, and thus annihilate her altogether. 

‘The territory which the Legislature of New York 
claim for the United States,and thus summarily 
dispose of, withoutany know ledge of the facts, has 
cost the State of Texas a ten years’ war, and it has 
cost her the loss of the lives of hundreds of her 
most brave and valuable citizens. Her title to that 
territory has been acquired by such an outlay of 
treasure and blood; and Lam prepared here, if this 
Congress shall say they have jurisdiction over the 
adjustment of this question, to make it clear and 
manifest that the Rio Grande is ber boundary, to 
any unprejudiced mind that is disposed to do jus- 
tice and act fairly towards one of the sovereign 
States of this Union. Lam prepared to do this at 
ail times; but | would have preferred that the hon- 
orable Legislature of the State of New York—-how- 
ever patriotic and well-intentioned the motives 
which acteated them to grasp this jurisdiction 
which they are so anxious to assume to themselves 
—should have left the boundary of the State of 
Texas to go to a jurisdiction already acknéwledged. 
What right has the State of New York or her 
Legislature—whatever may be their purposes—to 
determine upon the boundary of ‘Texas? None 
upon the face of the earth. ‘The claim of Texas to 
all the territory up to the Rio Grande resis upon as 
solid foundations, upon as clear and direct princi- 
ples, as does the claim of New York to her own 
boundary. And it is aclaim, sir, which will never 
be surrendered. ‘Texas may not have.the power to 
maintain her boundary. She maintained it upon a 
former occasion, and she then risked her all to 
maintain it; and her people know that it js their 
ri cht, that it belongs to them, that ithas cost blood, 
and they will only surrender it with the surrender 
of their existence as a sovereign State of this Union. 

Mr. YULEE. Mr. President, | desire to say 
a single word in relation to the course I shall pur- 
sue on the motion of the honorable Senator from 
Texas. I shail vote against the motion to print. 

lam aware, sir, that it has been a usual mark 
of respect manifested by the Senate towards the 
States of this Union, to receive and print the reso- 
lutions passed by their Legislatures, and perhaps 
there may not be a single instance in which a mo- 
tion to print resolutions emanating from one of the 
sovereign States of this Union has been refused. 
I shall feel myself constrained, however, to cast 
my vote against the motion to print, for the reason 
that these resolutions are upon their face an insult 
to fifteen of the sovereign States of this Union. 
They are insulting, not in the inferences to be 
drawn, but in the very language employed. ‘The 
preamble to the resoluuons declares that ** it would 
‘be unjust to the people of New Mexico and Cal- 
‘ ifurnia, and revolting to the spirit of the age, to 
* fermitdomestic slavery, an institution from which 
‘ they are now free, to be introduced among them.”’ 
It is declared to be revolting to the spirit of the 
age to admit an institution which exists legally 
in fifteen of the associated States of this Union. 
Now, without making the comment which my 
feelings would induce upon this high indignity 
and insult offered by the State of New York to 
her southern associates, I shall content myself by 
testifying my own sense of that indignity, by re- 
fusing to extend to New York the ordinary cour- 
tesy of printing the resolutions passed by her 
Legislature. 

Mr. DICKINSON. Mr. President, I will merely 
say that the Senator from Florida wall, if he aa- 
heres to his expressed determination, do what | 
apprehend has never been done before—that is, he 
will vote against the printing of the resolutions of 
a sovereign State, 

If we enter into the discussion of the various reso- 
lutions that come here fiom the various States of 
this Union, and undertake to criticise the opinions 
expressed in these resolutions, and vote upon their 
reception and printing according to our own no- 
tious of right and wrong, or Our own prejudices, we 
shall certainly enter upon a field which has not 
heretofore been cultivated by this body. I regret 
exceedingly to hear the Senator from Florida, who 
$8 SO Strenuous in his advocacy of the doctrine of 
State rights, say that he will vote against printing 


THE CONG 


. 1 } . 
the resolutions of a sovereign State. We want | the Senator from Florida: | 


then printed for our own accommodation and for 
our own convenience; and, besides, it is an act of 


courtesy Which has never been denied, so far as 1 


know, to any State. 


It is well known what my sentiments are upon | 


this miserable question of slavery, and how widely 
they differ from those of the great majority of the 
New York Legislature. 
resolutions, as other States have done and are in 
the habit of doing, and they should be treated in 
the same manner. 


here, and whoever watches my course hereafter 
will perceive that it will be in strict accordance 
with my previous career. But in this case is in- 


But they have passed | 


I have heretofore voted to turn | 
this question out of doors whenever it has come | 


volved the right of the State to be heard through | 


her Legislature. She is clearly entitled to that 


right, and whether she speaks sound doctrine or | 
unsound doctrine—the doctriné of the North, the | 
South, the East, or the West—her resolutions 


should be treated with that respect to which a sov- 
ereign State is enttled. ‘That body is not amena- 


ble to us, nor, a8 a body, are we amenable to them. | 


They express their opinions, we ours, and each 
stands or falls upon its own acts. 


1 hope this question will not be discussed in this | 


form. No good can possibly arise from it, and 
much evil always comes from one secuion of the 
country assaulung the other. The North assaults 
the South, and the South assaults the North, and 
thus a pernicious sectional irritation is kept up, 
when, if each section would treat the other kindly, 
and in a manner such as is due from the mhabit- 
ants of one poruon of tis Republic to their brethren 


living in another poruon of it, they would soon | 


learn that the great masses of the people do not 
entertain such diverse opinions and desires in re- 
lation to these great questions as has been repre- 
sented, 

I recollect very well that the distinguished Sen- 
ator from South Carolina, |Mr. CaLtuoun,] (who, 
I regret, is not now in his seat,) when some of 


the most yltra abolition resolutions were presented 
here a few years ago, and which it was proposed | 


should not be printed, arose at once in his place, 


and, strong as his opposition to such doctrine is, | 


remarked that they were the resolutions of a sov- 
ereigh State, and entitled to respect as such, and 
to be treated with the accustomed courtesy. ‘That 
is all that I desire in this case. | have my own 
opinions on the doctrines sought to be inculcated in 
these resolutions, but it does not become my posi- 
gion nor the occasion to state what those opinions 


are. | only ask that these resolutions may be | 


treated as all resolutions emanating from sovereign 
States have been treated, and as custom and cour- 
tesy demand. 

Mr. FOOTE. I shail vote in favor of the reso- 
lution to print for several reasons, which | will 
concisely state. 


Mirst, though as decidedly disap- | 


proving the doctrine contained in the resolutions | 


in quesion as any member of this body, yet, as 
they have emanated from a State sovereignty of 
this Confederacy, 1 consider them specially enti- 
tled to respect at our hands as members of a body 


exclusively representing State sovereignues, and | 


acting here, on ail occasions, only as agents of 
these sovereignties. 2d. 


g 1 understand tbat the | 
| usages of the Senate require that such resolutions, 
| when offered here, should be printed. 


3d. I shall | 


vote for the printing, because, although these reso- | 


luuons are highly objectionable both in doctrine 
and spirit, 1 do not believe that the printing pro- 
posed can be productive of any detriment to the 
Republic, inasmuch as * there is no danger in error, 
if truth be left free to combat it.’* 4th. I shall 


vote Yor printing,.because | believe it will be better | 


even for the States whose institutions are designed 
to be assailed, if we send within their limits, as 
early as possible, an authenticated copy of resolu- 
tions intended to operate with deadly effect upon 
their most vital interests. In the words of a revo- 


lutionary orator, I think it better that we should | 


enable our constituents **to know the worst, and 
to provide forit.’? Sth. Ina doubtful case I should 
be induced to vote for prinung resolutions from 
the Legislature of the State of New York, some- 
what from the respect which | feel for her patriotic 
achievements of the olden ume, and somewhat also 


from the high personal respect which I feel for | 


those gentlemen who represent her on this floor. 
Mr. DIX. 1 should have said nothing, sir, in 


| relation to these resolutions but for the remarks of 
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t ut feel myself boung 
in view of the remarks made by him, th 
resolutions are insulting to the other States 
what they are. I have been four years a mer I 

of this body, and I have never before heard the 
printing of a resolution passed by the Leg; ? 
of a State objected to. These resolutions hay 
been ordered to be printed by the House of Re Aes 
sentatives, and they have been generally cir; u ee 


, 
at the se 


tu see 


slature 


ne c lated 
hy the newspaper press. The object cannot |p 
then, tosuppress their publication: it is undoubtedly 


to keep them from the Journal, and thereby offer 

. . ¥ . , ° ‘ 
an indignity to the State of New York; and under 
this view of the subject I feel called on to make 
some remarks in reference to them. I will read 
them seriatim, that I may see what they are,and | 
will begin with the preamble: 

** Whereas the people of the State of New Mexico have * 
petitioned Congress for the establishment of a territorial 
fovernment whi h shal} protect them against the institution 
of domestic slavery while they remain a Territory of the 
United States; and have also petitioned Congress for 
tection against the unfounded claims of the State of Texas 
to alarge portion of their territory lying east of the Rio 
Grande: and whereas it would be unjust to the people o¢ 
New Mexico and California, and revolting to the spirit of 
ihe age, to permit domestic slavery—an institution tron 
Wiich they are now free—to be introduced among 


, — £ litem: 
and whereas, since the aequisition of New Mexico by the 


pro 


| United States, the people tiereot have a right to expect the 


protection of the General Government, and should be secnreg 
in the full possession and enjoyment of their Territory ; 
‘Therefore—” : 

Now, sir, there is no original matter in this pre- 
amble, with the exception of the sentiment that it 
would be revolting to the spirit of the age to ex- 
tend domestic slavery to those, or permit it to be 
extended among those, who are now free from it; 
all the rest is a mere recital of the petition pre- 
sented to this body from the people of New Mex- 
ico by the honorable Senator from Missouri, {Mr, 
Benton]. ido not propose to inquire how tar it 
expresses the opinions or the wishes of the people 
of New Mexico; when the subject comes fairly 
before us, | have no doubt the Senator who has 
the petition in charge will be prepared to show 
that it is a fair index of the wishes of the people 
of that ‘Territory. But the resolutions of the 
Legislature of the State of New York have noth- 
ing to do with that. ‘They take the proceedings 
of Congress as they find them, this petition being 
a part of them; and they have recited it as one of 
the moving causes to the expression of opinion 
they have made. 

Now, | have said that there is no original mat- 


| ter in this preamble except the sentiment that it 


would be revolting to the spirit of the age to ex- 
tend domestic slavery. It contains nothing buta 
repetition of what has been reiterated in resolu- 
tions and in speeches upon this subject, here and 
elsewhere, since the question of slavery, as con- 
nected with the Territories of New Mexico and 
California, has been agitated. It is a sentiment to 
which the people of the whole North have re- 
sponded—ail the non-slaveholding States—and no 
responsibility can rest spon the Legislature of 
New York which does not equally apply to the 
people and the Legislatures of the other non-slave- 
holding States. But | pass by the preamble, and 
proceed to the first resolution. It is this: 

** Resolved, (if the Assembly concur,) ‘That our Senators 
in Congress be instructed, and our Representatives ma Con- 
gress be requested, to use their best efforts to procure the 
passage of laws for the establishment of governments for 
the territory acquired by the laie treaty of peace with Mex- 
ico; and that, by such laws, involuntary servitude, except 
for crime, be excluded from such territories.” 

Resolutions almost in the same words have 
been passed by fifteen States out of the thirty 
States of this Confederacy. All the non-slave- 
holding States but one, and one of the slavehold- 
ing States, have declared themselves opposed to 
the further extension of slavery. As far as | am 
concerned, | concur entirely in the declaration 
contained im this first resolution. 1 believe that 
Congress has the power to prohibit slavery in 
New Mexico and California, and that it ought to 
exercise that power now. [| am for acting on all 
occasions, when the proper time for action arrives. 
1 am opposed to any course which shall cast upon 
others the responsibility which properly belongs 
to ourselves. 

This resolution looks to the exclusion of slavery 
from those Territories during their territorial con- 
dition; but it does not look beyond that condition 
for the purpose of controlling or influencing in any 
manner the people of those ‘erritories when they 
shall ask admission into the Union asa Ste. It 
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contemplates no invasion of State sovereignty; and 
~ this view of the subject, one of the newspapers, 

| notice, Which has uniformly opposed all inter- 
iorence by Congress with slavery in the Territo- 
ries of the United States, pronounces these resolu- 
ons conciliatory in their character. I do not 
know whether | should call them conciliatory or 
the reverse. They take firmly the ground upon 
which New York has always stood, that slavery 
chall by no act of hers be further extended. She 
believes it to be the ground of principle, of justice, 
and right. And she never will abandon it—never. | 
Now | will read the second resolution: 

; « Resolved, (if the Assembly concur,) That the territory 
jving between the Nueces and the Rio Grande, and that por- 
yon of New Mexico lying east of the Rio Grande, are the 
eommon property of the United States, and that our Sena- 
tors in Congress be instructed, and our Representatives in 
Congress be requested, to use their best efforts to preserve 
the same as such common property, and protect it from the 
unfounded claims of the State of Texas, and prohibit the 
extension over it of the laws of ‘Texas, or the iustitution of 
domestic slavery.” 

In respect to this resolution, I have only to say 
that it expresses the opinion of a large majority of 
the members of the Legislature of New York. I 
believe that the Democratic members of the Le- 
gislature generally voted against this resolution. 
When the subject comes up I shall listen with at- 
tention to what the Senator from Texas has to say | 
upon the subject; but, sir, as an expression of the 
opinions of the Legislature of the State of New 
York, this resolution will receive my respectful 
consideration. The last resolution, with the ex- | 
ception of the resolution of instruction, which is 
intended to carry out the object of the others, is in 
these words: 

« Resolved, (if the Assembly concur,) That our Senators 
in Congress be instructed, and our Representatives in Con- 
gress be requested, to use their strenuous efforts to procure 
the passage of a law that shall protect slaves from unjust 
imprisonment, and shall effectually put an end to the slave 
wade in the District of Columbia.” 

Now, this resolution embodies the opinions of 
the members of the Legislature in respect to the 
traffic in slaves which is said to exist in this Dis- 
trict—a subject which has engaged thé attention 
of the people of the United States somewhat ex- 
tensively, and which on a former occasion has en- 
caged the attention of the people of this District. | 
There is in this resolution nothing which contem- | 
plates an interference with rights of property in 
this District. 
condemns a traffic which is carried on, and which 
may be suppressed without any interference with 
the tenure of slaves by the inhabitants of the Dis- 
trict—a traffic which might have been suppressed | 


It does not propose abolition, but it | 
oe yan | did not its very enormity inspire us with the hope thatit will 


long ago had the District continued to be a part || 


of Maryland. Mr, President, this is a matter 
which concerns the people of the whole Union. 
As the seat of the National Government, we all 
have an interest in it. Nothing which relates 
to the honor or prosperity of the District is alien 
tous. The people of Maine have as much in- 
terest, and are as fully empowered to express 
their opinions upon local concerns which belong 
to this District, as the people of Louisiana. It is | 
under this view of the subject that the Legisla- 
ture of New York has passed the resolution that | 


be insulting, has not cone so far as the resolutio 
of the inhabitants of the District: \ 


To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of Americain Congress assembled : 


We, the undersigned, citizens of the counties of Wash 
ington and Alexandria, in the District of Columbia, beg 
leave to call the attention of your honorable body to an 
evil of serious magnitude, which greatly unpairs the pros 
perity and happiness of this District, and casts the reproach 
of nconsistency upon the free instituuons established among 
us. 

While the laws of the United States denounce tee foreign 
slave trade as piracy, and punish with death those who are 
found engaged in its perpetration, there exists in this Dis 
trict, the seat of the National Government, a domestic siave 
trade, scarcely less disgraceful in its character, and even 
more demoralizing in its influence. For this is not, ike 
the former, carried on againsta barbarous nation; its vie 
lms are reared up among the people of this country, edu- 


cated in the precepts of the same religion, and imbued with | 


Similar domestic attachments, 

These people are, without their consent, torn from their 
homes; husband and wife are frequently separated, and sold 
into distant parts; children are taken from their parents 
Without regard to the ties of nature, and the most endearing 
bonds of affection are broken forever. 

Nor is this tratiie confined to those who are legally staves 
for lite. Some who are entitled to freedom, and many who 
have a limited time to serve, are sold into unconditional 
slavery, and, owing to the defectiveness of our laws, they 
are generally carried out of the District before the necessary 
steps can be taken for their release 

We behold these scenes continually taking place among 
us, and lament our mability to prevent them. ‘The people 
of this District have, witinn themselves, no means of legis 
lative redress ; and we, therefore, appeal to your honorable 
body as the only one invested by the American Constitution 
with the power to relieve us. 

Nor is it only from the rapacity of slave traders that the 
colored race in this District are doomed tosufier. Even the 
laws which govern us sanction and direct, in certain cases, 
a procedure that we believe is unparalleled in giaring injus- 
tice by anything at present known among the Governments 
of-Christendom. An instance of the operation of these laws, 


which occurred duting the last summer, We will briefly | 


relate. 

A colored man, who stated that he was entitled to free- 
dom, was taken up 4s a runaway slave, and lodged in the 
jail of Washington city. 
pearing to claim him, he was according to law, put up at 
public auction, tor the payment of his jail fees, and sold as 
a slave for life! He was purchased by a slave-trader, who 
Was not required to give security for his remaining in the 
District, and he was soon after shipped at Alexandria for 
one of the southern States. Au attempt was made by some 
benevolent individuals to have the sale postponed until his 
claim to freedom could be investigated, but their efforts were 
unavailing; and thus was a human being sold into perpet- 
ual bondage, at the capital of the freest Government on 
earth, without even a pretence of trial, or an allegation of 
crime. 

We blush for our country while we relate this disgraceful 
transaction, and we wouid fain conceal it from the world, 


rouse the philanthropist and the patriot to exertion. We 
have no hesitation in believing your honorable body never 
intended that this odious law should be enforced; it was 
adopted with the old code of Maryland, from which, we be- 
lieve, it has been expunged since this District was ceded to 


| the Generai Government. 


The fact of its having been so recently executed shows 
the necessity of this subject being investigated by a power 


which we confidently hope will be ready to correct it. 


We are aware of the difficulties that would attend any 


attempt to relieve us from these grievances by a sudden eman- 


cipation of the slaves in this District, and we would, there- 
fore, be far from recommending so rash a measure. But the 
course pursued by many of the States of this Confederacy, 


| that have happily succeeded in relieving themselves from a 


I have just read. They believe the traffic in slaves |, 


here under the shadow of this Capitol to be wrong. 
They believe, that it ought to be discontinued, and 
they have said so in this resolution. That is all. 
In expressing their opinion, they have done it in 
respectful language. They have not used terms 
half as significant as have been used by the inhab- 
itants of the District themselves. I understand 
that in 1802, forty-six years ago, this traffic was 
presented by the grand jury of the city of Alex- 
andria as a grievance which ought to be abated. 
John Randolph, of Roanoke, in 1816, introduced 
a resolution to inquire whether such traffic existed. 
He pronounced it to be illegal and inhuman, and 
the object of his resolution was, to adopt the ne- 
cessary measures for its suppression. I under- 
stand, too, that the inhabitants of this city have 
presented it as a grievance before their judicial 
tribunal, and that the court replied that there was 
no authority to interfere, without an act of Con- 
gress. Mr. President, this is not all. I have a | 
petition here, or a memorial from the inhabitants 

of the District of Columbia to Congress, praying | 
for the gradual abolition of slavery. This memo- | 
rial was presented in 1828, and I will read it for | 
the purpose of showing that the resolution of the | 


Legislature of New York, which is pronounced to | 


| 


|| similar burden, together with the bright example which bas 


been set us by the South American republics, proves, most 


|| conclusively, that a course of gradual emancipation, to com- 


mence at some fixed period, and to take effect only upon 
those who may thereafter be born or removed into the Dis- 
trict, might be pursued without detriment to the present pro- 
prietors, and would greatly redound to the prosperity and 
honor of our country. 

The existence among us of a distinct class of people, who, 
by their condition as siaves, are deprived of almost every 
incentive to virtue and industry, and shut out from many 
of the sources of light and knowledge, has an evident tend- 
ency to corrupt the morals of the people, and to damp the 
spirit of enterprise, by accustoming the rising generation to 


He was advertised, but no one ap- | 


look with contempt upon honest labor, and to depend for | 


support too much upon the Jabor of others. It prevents a 


useful and industrious class of people from setthng among | 
us, by rendering the means of subsistence more precarious 1 


to the laboring class of whites. 


It diminishes the resources of the community, by throwing | 


the earnings of the poor into the coffers of the rich; thus 


rendering the former dependent, servile, and improvident, | 
while the latter are tempted to become, in the same propor- 


tion, luxurious, and prodigal. 
That these disastrous results flow from the existence of 


i 


slavery among us is sufficiently conspicuous, when we con- 
trast the languishing condition of this District and the sur- | 
| rounding country with the prosperity of those parts of the 


Union which are less favored in point of climate and loca- 
tion, but blessed with a free and industrious population. 
We would, therefore, respectfully pray that these griev- 
ances may claim the attention of your honorable body, and 
that a law of Congress may be enacted, deciaring that all 
children of slaves born in the District of Columbia after the 


| 4th day of July, 1828, shall be free at the age of twenty-five | 


years; and that those laws which authorize the selling of 
supposed runaways for their prison fees or maintenance ma 
be repealed. 

And, also, 
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from heing removed into this District, or brought in for sale, 
hire, or transportation; without, however, preventing mem- 
bers of Congress, resident strangers, or travelers, from bring 
ing and taking away with them their domestic servants. 


This, sir, is a petition of the inhabitants of the 
District ef Columbia. It was signed by one thou- 
sand caf sixty persons: I counted the names, and 
believe that is the correct number. It contains the 
names of'some of the most respectable inhabitants 
of the District. For instance, Judge Cranch, who 
is at the head of the judiciary of the District; Jon- 
athan Elliot; and J. P. Van Ness, the largest prop- 
erty owner in the District. ‘There are many other 
names equally respectable; names well known to 
many of us; but, as | have not the names of the 
signers before me, | can only instance those which 
occur to my recollection, 

Now, sir, this petition goes much further than 
the New York resolutions. It not only asks for 
the suppression of the tratlic in slaves, but it asks 
for the abolition of slavery in this Distriet. It is 
much stronger language to pronounce ‘the traffic 
disgraceful in its character and demoralizing in its 
influence than the language recited to the Senate in 
the New York resolutions. ‘The people of this 
District have done all in their power to rid them- 
selves of an evil which they believed—as this me- 
morial states—to affect their good name and their 
prosperity. ‘They have exonerated themselves 
from all responsibility on account of it. They 
have thrown’ the responsibility upon Congress, 
considering that it has the power to act in the 
premises. ‘That is a question that I do not propose 
to touch; but the State of New York, one of the 
sovereign States of this Union, has ventured, in 
respectful language—in terms far less significant 
than those expressed by the people of the District 
of Columbia—to divest itself of any responsibility 
in the matter; that is all. 

If the Legislature of the State of New York, 
then, in presenting these resolutions, merits any 
reproach on account of this expression of sent- 
ment, gentlemen surely must perceive a far heavier 
burden of reproach falls upon the inhabitants of 
this District, who not only asked for the abolition 
of slavery, but in regard to the traffic expressed 
their opinion in very strong and emphatic terms. 

Mr. President, | have felt it necessary, in reply 
to the suggestion that has been made by the Sen- 
ator from Florida, to make these remarks. | regret 
to have been under the necessity of saying one 
word upon this subject. 1 came to this Chamber 
from a sick room—aimost from a sick bed—and I 
never was less disposed in my life than | am now 
to enter into a discussion or controversy upon this 
or any other subject. But I will not sit in silence 
and listen to imputations upon the Legislature of 
the State I have the honor to represent which I 
consider to be wholly uncalled for. With these re- 
marks, I leave the question to the consideration of 
the Senate. 

Mr. MASON. Ido not concur, Mr. President, 
in the objections which have been made by the 
honorable Senator from Florida to the printing of 
this resolution. The respect which I bear to him, 
and the alliance which exists between us, as alike 
representatives of the great interests of the South 
which are involved in this question, render it dis- 
agreeable to my feelings to differ from him. But, 
sir, | hold that, whenever one of the States of this 
Confederacy addresses the Senate of the United 
States, she hasa right to be heard. And if the 
constituted authorities of the State of New York 
assume to speak the language of their people in 
terms that are contumelious or insulting wo other 
confederated States, we can do no more here than 
remit them back to their own people, to whom 
alone this Legislature is responsible, and by whose 
judgment is to be decided the propriety of their en- 
actments. Sir, it becomes us, the Senate of the 
United States, to extend every courtesy and re- 
spect—formal and substantial—to the States of the 
Confederacy when addresses are presented here 
by their constituted bodies; and therefore I shall 
certainly vote for the printing of these resolutions. 

There is another reason why I desire the print- 
ing of these resolutions. I desire that thege reso- 
lutions, and all others of kindred stock, which 
come from States where slavery now no longer 


| exists, should be reported to the southern States 


in the language in which they are uttered. It is 
time, sir, that we understand each other. Noth- 


Y || ing should be suppressed—nothing. If they speak 
thut laws may be enacted to prevent slaves || of the domestic institutions of other aister States 
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in terms of indignity and contumely, those other 
States should know it; and we ought to know it 
under the high sanction whigh these resolutions 
brine—the sanction of their constituted authorities, 
Sir, this question is thickening upon us every day. 
We can shut our eyes to it no longer; and I, as 
one of: the representatives of a sovereign Sate of 


—— - > - 


this Confederacy where this institution exists, am 
happy to announce t! 
the State of Virgimia—are aroused and alive upon 
this subject. Why, sir, it may be, and if report 
is to be trusted, the State of Virginia will address 
herself to the Senate of the United States before 
this week passes; and if she does, I shall ask for 
the State of Virginia what I believe has always 
been concede d toe very Stale, that her resolutions 
—be they what they may—shall be received, re- 
apect d, and printed for the use of the Senate. 


Sir, | do not mean to go into this « 


; : 
it the people of that stute— 


juestion at 
all, now; but I would submit to the honorable 
Senator from New York, [Mr. Dix,] who, as in 
duty bound, has submitted these resolutions to the 
Senate, whether or not the people of New York, 
in this matter, have drawn a distinction between 
intermeddling in matters over which they have no 
control, in expresst o their opinion in relation to 
the peculiar institution of other States, that itis a 
spectacle revolting to the spirit of thie 
whether we are to draw a distinction between such 
uncalled-for interference coming from the State of 
New York, and the action of the peopie ot the 


ive—or 


District of Columbia—a people of another com- 
munity, who meet and deliberate upon matters of 
common interest and express themselves upon 
their own institutions in the language which we 
have heard read? ‘The people of Florida or Lou- 
isiana may meet in eene ral assembiles and di SCUSS 
wmone themselves the merits of this institution as 
they think proper, and the y may speak of it in 
langua re of approbauon or condemnation, without 


suit to any one. But when a State where this 
institution no longer exists—alihough it did exist 
there—characterizes it as an institution presenting 
a spectacle revolting to the spirit of the age, and 


that, too, when it exists in fifteen of the States of 
the Coniederacy, and cherished—yes, cherished, 
sir, by many of them—lI say, sir, such language 
is janguave of contume ly and indignity. 

Mr. DIX. If the Senator from Virginia will 
allow me, | would state that there is no reference 
in these resolutions to the institution of domestu 
slavery as it exists in the States. As one State of 
the Union, however, the Legislature of the State 
of New York say that it would be revolting to the 
Spirit of the ave to extend it into new t reitory 
Where it does not now exist, and where the inhab- 
itants themselves have already peutioned aud pro- 
tested against it. 

Mr. MASON. I do not mean to question either 
the taste or the courtesy of the State of New York, 
but Lsubmit it to the American people whether 
such language as has been presented to the Senate 
in these resolutions with reference to an institu- 
tion now existing in and protected by the laws, 
and participated in by the people of sister States 
of this Confederacy, stating that the extension of 
this institution would be revolting to the spirit of 
the ave, does not import that the institution itself 
is revolting? ; 

I mean, sir, to make no allusion to the State of 
New York about its right to say what it pleases, 
but I desire that those sayings shall go forth to the 
southern States, and that they shall understand the 
position it takes and the language it enunciatey 
upon the quesiion at issue. Every step taken by 
the North in this matter is interesting tous. Every 
sentiment put forth by the properly constituted au- 
thorities representing the people of the States upon 
this question is of interest to us. If these senti- 
ments are the sentiments of the people of New 
York, or the people of Maine, or of all the other 
northern States, and are so expressed by formal 
resolutions of their several Legislatures, it is due 
to the safety of the southern States that they know 
it, and know it, too, in the very language in which 
they are spoken. I think, sir, it is absolutely ne- 
cessary to the preservation of our rights that we 
should have this knowledge. - 

So faras my judgment goes, or my knowledge 
of the opinions of the people I represent-here ex- 
tetids, if the measure here alluded to—of interdict- 
ing slavery in the Territories, which are the com- 
mien property of the several States of the Union— 
Is persisted tu, there will be ne other alternative 


but submission or resistance. And, sir, I refer to 
the history of that portion of the country which 
I represent, to know whether the people there will 
pass willingly under the yoke. Sir, let the reso- 
lutions be printed; let them go abroad; let them be 
widely distributed among the people of the slave- 
holding States of the Union, in the language in 
which they are uttered, under the high sanction of 
the constituted authorities of the State from which 
they emanate. ; 

1 am sorry to have trespassed upon the time of 
the Senate, but I confess | cannot but feel deep 
regret, mortification, and distress, that here, where 
we all convene us equals, a sister State should ad- 
dress itself to her confederates in language like that 
presented in the resolutions of the State of New 
York. I have no right to question their power thus 


Ato speak; I do not oppose it in the slightest degree. 


{ say, let them go torth; let them be published as 
they have come to us, and let the people of the 
Union understand their purport and design. 

Mr. RUSK. L shall certainly vote for the print- 
ing of these resolutions, as I desire them to be read | 
in both sections of the Union—in the North as well 
as in the South. I cannot shut my eyes to the | 
improper character of these resoluuons. 1 will 
not say that the State of New York has not a right 
to suy what she pleases upon this subject, but | 
feel bound to express my honest conviction that 
the opinions here expressed are improper in their 
character, and that she has undertaken, in these 
resolutions, to interfere with matters that do not 
come rightfully under her jurisdiction. And 1 re- 
eret to see one of her representatives lending his 
aid, as he has done to some extent in a state of | 
excited feeling, to carry out a plan invented first 
by fanatics, and afterwards taken up by disap- 
pointed politicians, which in its effects 1s calculated, 
if it does not shake this Union to its centre, at least 
to produce a state of estrangement between one 
section of the Republic and the other ‘These use- 
less and unnecessary agitations, which are contin- 
ually arising from the intermeddling of individuals 
and communities with affairs which do not prop- 
erly come under their control, are calculated, in 
the opinion of many wiser men than | am, to im- 
pair the bonds of the Union. It is, to say the 
least, calculated to produce an estrangement of 
feeling between the different sections of the Union, 
and can result in no good, none upon earth. What 
jurisdiction, let me ask, has the Legislature of 
‘New York over the existence of slavery? None 
whatever. And if she had been disposed to act 
with moderation and in a proper spirit, and in con- 
formity with the spirit of the Constuitution—if she 
had refrained from calumniating and insulting a 
portion of the Amerjean people with whom she is 
bound by the ties of common interest and social 
aflection—she would have adhered with faithful 
tenacity to the spirit and letter of the Constituuon, 
and desisted from taking to herself any jurisdiction 
of the subject of slavery in the new ‘Territories. 

Upon the isolated principle of the interest which, | 
as one of the States of the Union, she possesses if 
these new territories, she claims the right to deprive | 
fifteen other States of this Union of the equal en- 


joyment and possession of such territory. Sir, did 


New York alone fight the battles or achieve the | 
victories that conduced to the conquest of this ter- 
ritory? I desire to make no invidious distinctions, | 
sir. I would be glad, could | so discharge my 
duty, to refrain from the utterance of one word that 
would offend the sensibilities of any individual, 
however remote might be the section of the Union | 
in which he lives; but, sir, when individuals will 
thus interfere, it must be expected that that inter- 
ference will meet with opposition, and that it will 
create and engender discussion. ~~ 
Sir, did New York send her armies and conquer 
these Territories alone? No, sir. The little State 
of Texas, but recently admitted into the Union, 
and whose entire sovereignty she seeks by these 
resolutions to swallow up, furnished more men in 
the battle-fields of Mexico, and in the acquisition 
of these Territories, than did the sovereign State | 
of New York. ‘The records of the War Depart- 
ment will show this, sir. Upon this subject she 
had no discretion. As one of the thirty States of 
this Union, she took part in the conquest of these 
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| that do not come under her jurisdiction? 





an. 22, 


States and utters language calculated to shake ¢| 

Union from one end to the other—when she 70 
here and gives expression to sentiments calculate 
to exclude fifteen of these States of the Union tc 
a joint and rightful possession of property acc nian’ 
by the common blood and treasure of — 
not to be expected that propositions so insulting 
are to be passed over in silence. And yet sir, 
this is just the position the State of New York 
has assumed in these resolutions. And what is 
her assumption or declaration in reference to the 
settlement of the boundary of Texas, but the 
assumption of the right of State sover: ignty? 
What is it but a direct interference with cuienne 





comes 


* 


And, sir, upon what does she base her inter. 
ference in this matter? Why, upon a certain po- 
tent petition said to emanate from the citizens of 
New Mexico. A most potent petition, sir, of the 
citizens of New Mexico! And who are they? 
Irom the information that has come to my know}. 


edge, I am satisfied that this petition emanates 


from afew individuals of not very immaculate 
reputation, who have come together and concocted 
its contents from political and sinister motives. 


| Si, in my opinion, when the authenticity and re. 


sponsibility of the signers of this petition come to 
be investigated, they will be found to comprise cer- 
tain followers and hangers-on to the army, who 


‘got it up, with its restriction in relation to slavery, 


for poluical and selfish purposes. It was to fur- 
ther their political schemes that they got it up, 
And, sir, they have done more. They have estab. 


| lished a newspaper, in which they ridicule and 
| deride the insutution of slavery, in old and hack- 
| neyed terms, as the evil of the age. I remember 
| to have seen one of the numbers of the paper, in 
| which the authorities pf the Srate of Texas are 


threatened with Lynch law if they dare to come 
there and assert jurisdiction. 
This petition bears to my mind no conclusive 


| evidence of its being a spontaneous emanation of 


the feelings and desires of the citizens of New Mex- 
ico. Itis surrounded by circumstances that war- 
rant the coffclusion that it is not an express decla- 
ration put forth by the citizens of New Mexico in 
general assembly represented. ‘The language, sir, 
therein contained is not the language of the people 
of New Mexico, in my humble opinion. — It bears 
to my mind the marks of a much more intelligent 
paternity. It is, to my mind, manufactured do- 
mestic thunder, calculated not to agitate so much 
the people of ‘Texas as to operate upon the difler- 
ent sections of the Union, and to get the signers 
ingratiated into the favor of the northern section 


_of the Union, and the agitators and movers in the 


matter into office. . 

There is another motive which appears. It seems 
these individuals had been without law, save such 
as they made themselves, and that they were gov- 
erned by an alcalde, whose position enabled him 
to dispense many officesand emoluments. An or- 
der was issued by this Government that he should 
only occupy that office for a short time, not over a 


/ year. Hus time had almost expired when Colonel 


Washington was ordered there for the purpose of 
taking possession, and instituting a regular gov- 
ernmentover the country. It was about that ume, 
or perhaps a few days before Colonel Washington 
arrived, and when the alcalde was about to be de- 
prived of his office, that these signers bethought 
themselves of this sin of domestic slavery, by action 
upon which they hoped to arouse the prejudices of 
a large portion of the people of the Union, and 
thus get to themselves notoriety and perhaps emol- 
ument. Mark you, sir, there were no clamors 
about the authority of Texas, or the great sin of 
slavery, prior to this proposed change in the gov- 
ernment of New Mexico. And there is one thing 
in this petition to which I would call the attention 
of the Senate, and which goes to strengthen my 
Opinion as to the desire of these petitioners to 
obtain office; and that is, that they ask for a gov- 
ernment purely civil. ‘lo be sure, in attributin 

these motives and designs to these petitioners, 

have judged only from those means of information 


| upon the subject that are attainable by every Sen- 


Territories. She did her duty, and no one objects || 


to it. She furnished, perhaps, all the men called 
for by the President of the United States. We 
have acquired them in common; and therefore, 
when she comes to the Congress of the United 


ator. The petition was presented by two highly 


| respectable members of the Senate; but these mem- 


bers are of course not responsible for the correct- 


| ness of the document. We all know, however, 


that the remarks presented by those gentlemen 
could not have been the basis of the action of the 
New York Legislature. It is the petition itself, 
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this manufactured domestic thunder, that the Legis- } largely beyond her true quota in the acquisition of 


ature of New York takes up and forms an opinion 
wpon, and therefore it 1s she becomes an ad vocate 
fe » injured people, and talks of their being about 
Hass, under the yoke of slavery. Yes, sir, after 
digesting the contents of this petition, she now 
throws herself in the breach to save the oppressed 
people of New Mexico from the Heaven-daring 
sin of slavery, and -from the ravenous claws of 
ones! She now becomes the champion of these 
orsecuted individuals, to save them from these 
direful calamities! I would, sir, that these much- 
distressed citizens of New York, official and un- 
official, would come to New Mexico in a body, 
and mark this boundary line! 
But | will not now enter into the facts which 
constitute the claim and title of Texas to that ter- 
ritory. I know that it has such a title, and when 
the questivun ,comes before the Senate I shall be 


much mistaken if I do not convince every unpreju- | 


diced mind of her clear, —, and just claim 
to the territory. 1 knowl can do this, sir, if I 


can separate its merits from connection with other | 


matters, and from the opposition which political 
echemers and sectional prejudices will array against 
it. 
But, sir, in the abstract, the Legislature of the 
State of New York ask us to do—what? Why, sir, 


nothing more nor less than to take jurisdiction by || 


legislative enactment of the sovereign authority of 


a State of this Union, Has C 
to alter the boundaries of a State that are recog- 


Has Congress any power | 


nized by the people of that State? Has Congress 


any power to alter the boundaries of the State of 
New York? Would the people of that State sub- 
mit to such an exercise of assumed authority? I 
think not, sir. They would resist such exercise 
to the furthest limit. 

I regret that | have felt it my duty thus to con- 
sume the time of the Senate. I had no sort of 


desire to evince any discourtesy towards the Sen- | 


ator from New York, in making the motion I did. 
I did not know that these resolutions were to come 


before the Senate to-day; their presentation took | 


me by surprise; and that the sentiments therein 
contamed had been promulgated and passed by 


the Legislature of the State of New York, was to | 


mea matter of profound astonishment as well as 
deep regret. ; 
Mr. YULEE. My own judgment, and in such 


a case as this, my own feelings, must govern my | 


course upon the subject here presented for our: 


action. Other gentlemen may take the course 


which their own judgment and feelings may dic- | 
tate; but 1 know of but one course, sir, for, the | 


American Senate to adopt, and that is, to repel all 
insult offered to individual States of the Confeder- 


acy by another portion of that Confederacy. And | 


when, sir, a gratuitous and wanton insult is pre- 
sented here in the shape of resolutions from one 
of the States of this Union, |, as the represent- 
ative of another State, to which these insulting 
declarations extend, sitting here and voting asa 


representative of a sovereign State, will mark my | 


sense of the indignity offered by refusing all re- 
spect to the paper containing them. Sir, I have 
made no objection, | make no objection, to the 
annunciation here, by resolutions or otherwise, by 
the State of New York, of doctrines that may 
relate to the disputed boundary between Texas 
and the territory acquired by the United States 
from Mexico. Although the South furnished in 
the acquisition of that territory a quota of troops 
in numbers as five to one in comparison with those 


furnished by the North, and although the North | 


is sending as three to one in the South, their gold | 


diggers to possess the mines that have come into 
our possession by that acquisition 

Mr. DICKINSON. 
Senator from Florida but for a moment. He, with 





other Senators, talks much of the larger number || 
of troops furnished by the South, when | conceive || 


I desire to interrupt the | 


that New York in proportion furnished as many, | 


if not more, than any other State. It was a matter 
of favor to the South that a larger number were 
draughted from that portion of the country to serve 
in the war, most probably hecause of their near 
location to the seat of war. Jhere were several 
regiments in New York that 


ad been organized | 


and were ready to serve, but were not allowed to | 
participate in the war for gdod and sufficient reas- | 


ons. 
Mr. YULEE. The statement of the Senator 


does not alter the fact that the South contributed || duty which | owe to myself as one of the repre- || will not persevere in the resistance which he has 


| 
| 


these territories, or the truth of the declaration 
that the North is contributing more than her due 
quota to dig the gold contained in the acquired 
territory. And, sir, after thus obtaining the ben- 
efit and reaping the rewards accruing from posses- 
sion of this territory, | do mean to object, when 
she comes here with resolutions declaring that the 
territory acquired by the common blood and treas- 
ure of the Union should be so organized as to 
inure to her particular benefit, to the reception of 
these resoluuons, or a respectiul hearing of the 
propositions therein contained by the Senate—yes, 
sir, when the State of New York, as one of the 
| confederated States of this Union, comes here 
uttering gratuitous and insulting language towards 
a certain portion of her sister States, |, as one of 
the representatives of one of the States thus 
assailed, deem it my duty to mark my sense of 
the indignity offered to one of the institutions of 
the South, by refusing to receive or consider the 
, communication in which itis contained. It is, sir, 
to the use of language which would be regarded 
as insulung between man and man that I object. 
While the South and the State which I represent 
think proper to continue and foster the institauon 
of slavery, and regard it as consistent with the 
spirit of the age to permit within their boundaries 
an institution which has contributed largely to the 
growth, prosperity, and wealth of this Union 
—a growth, and prosperity, and wealth of which 
our northern brethren have had more than their 
due share—they will not allow the other States of 
the North, while they continue to be connected 
| with them, to come here in this body, where all the 
| States of this Union are represented in their conted- 
erated capacity, and take advantage of the permis- 
sion which it is the custom ordinarily to give to 
place State resolutions on record, to present and 
record a wanton insult to the South. There is 
another reason for the course which I deemed itmy 
duty to take on this point, although it is the first 
| ume that any objection has been made to the print- 
ing of resolutions coming from Legislatures of any 
of the States of this Union. Let it be remembered 
also, sir, that it is the first time the attempt has 
been made to introduce language of insult in reso- 
lutions by any of the State Legislatures into this 
body. Another reason, | say, 1s presented in favor 
of the course | have taken, when the present con- 
dition of the Union is taken into consideration, and 
when it must be obvious to every intelligent ob- 
server and statesman that the Union is tottering on 
its base. At this eventful period, sir, New York 
comes here and uses language calculated to irritate 
and promote the feelings of alienation which are 
now contributing to the dissoluuon of the Union; 
and itis due, sir, to that Union, it is due to the dig- 
nity of the several States whose institutions are 
assailed, that this insulting language should be met 
at the threshold, and marked with our determined 
reprobation. Any attempt to introduce language 
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sentatives of one of the States of this Confederacy 
assailed in her institutions by these resolutions. 

Mr. DICKINSON called for the yeas and nays, 
which were ordered. ; 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, no man can reeret 
more than I do what has taken place in this Cham- 
ber to-day on the presentation of the resolutions of 
a sovereign State of this Union. The honorable 
gentieman from Florida is entirely mistaken when 
he supposes that resolutions of this character from 
sovereign States have never been marked by lan- 
guage exceedingly improper. Such have been pre-, 
sented. A sovereign State has the right to repre- 
sent whatever she may think proper to the Congress 
of the United States, the common servant of all 
the States; and itis right and proper that we should 
treat their representations with the respect due to 
a sovereign State. While I regret exceedingly 
that States of this Union in representing to the 
Congress of the United States what they consider 
to be grievances, which they desire to have modi- 
fied or done away with altogether, have not in all 
cases used language more conciliatory and better 
calculated to effect their objects, and preserve those 
amicable and kindly feelings which ought to exist 


: throughout the whole country, | am perfectly sat- 


- 


of insult, of reproach, and of indignity into the | 


communications which may be made by sovereign 
States, should be met and repulsed at once, and 
that, too, because it may lead to equally recrimina- 
tive missives in return from theassaulted States. A 
prompt denial, sir, of admission to such language 
is the only means of diverting consequences which 
| can only precipitate the crisis to which all men 
| must fear we are but too rapidly approaching. If 
' this language be permitted to be recorded here, I 
ask whether other States may not pursue the same 
| course? whether southern States may not come 


whether they may not come here and introduce to 
the people of the States the use of language con- 
tumelious, reproachful, irritating, undignified, and 
inconsistent with the preservation of the Union? 
New York furnishes the first example of any at- 
tempt thus to introduce personalities and insult 
into Our public proceedings and her intercourse 


here and present resolutions retorting upon the | 
resolutions presented by the State of New York? | 


at the threshold, and to mark it with the reproba- | 


tion which it should receive. 


corded. I care not whether | am sustained by any 


| gentleman on this floor. My own judgment marks | 
|| out my course in this matter, and | shall vote in 


accordance with that judgment, in fulfillment of the 


isfied that they shall make known to the whole 
country their views upon all questions and subjects 
whatsoever. [ shall throw no obstacles in their 
way whenever they shall seek to make known their 
views, but would rather give them facilities that 
their views may be known throughout the North 
and the South, the East and the West. I think, 
upon the whole, that so far from producing the 
evils which the gentleman from Florida appre- 
hends, it will in the end have a salutary influence. 
I shall, therefore, most assuredly vote for the print- 
ing of these resolutions. Let them go to the country 
and exert their legitimate influence, and I trust and 
hope that we shall reserve ourselves for some other 
occasion, when it will be more appropriate to dis- 
cuss questions connected with the rights of the 
South and the guarantees of the Constitution, than 
on the presentation of resolutions passed by the” 
Legislature of a sovereign State. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I wish to say 
a few words only upon this subject. I voted the 
other day for the printing of the petition from the 
people of New Mexico, or rather the petition that 
purported to come from that people. I thought 
then, as I think now, that a refusal to print peti- 
tions and resolutions of such a nature would be a 
very feeble and futile impediment in the way of 
this spirit of encroachment and avgression, which 
is continuing to be manifested more and more 
strongly on the part of the North. If we refuse to 
orint these resolutions now, they would be printed 
inthe public newspapers. These resolutions of 
the Legislature of New York should be printed. 
If | were to present the resolutions of the State of 
South Carolina, | should ask that they might he 
printed also. This mode of opposition is utterly 
ineffectua!. The time is past, long past, Mr. Pres- 
ident, when the publication of the proceedings of 
this body has been made the vehicle of communi- 
cation to the South that the nation was sympa- 
thizing with them; and let those who say there is 
no danger now, learn from the resolutions just 
offered whether there is or not. Let the people of 
the South be advertised in the fullest possible man- 
ner of the desires and designs of the North. Let 
them be made aware of the full extent of the threat- 
ened danger, that they may be prepared to meet it. 

Mr. BERRIEN. Mr, President, the yeas and 
nays having been called on this motion, I desire 
simply to say that I shall vote for the printing of 
these resolutions, for the reasons assigned by the 
Senator from Alabama. The uniform practice of 


| the Senate has been to treat respectfully the reso- 


lutions of a sovereign State. I desire additionally 
to manifest, on the part of those whom I repre- 


| sent, the utter and entire repugnance they enter- 


| tain to withholding the expression of any views 
with her confederated States; and | have deemed || 


it my duty, as one of the representatives of one of || 
| the States aggrieved, to meet this new aggression | 


or feelings that the inhabitants of any — of 
this Union may entertain and desire to make known. 
My desire is, that on a subject so vital to the inter- 


) _ ests of the people of sundry States of this Union, we 
I shall vote against || 


ee ' | should perfectly understand each other. Far from 
it, sir, if my vote is the only one that is thus re- | 


| having any disposition to repress the expression of 
opinions which I deem hostile to the interests of 


those whom I represent, | rather desire that they 


| should be apprised of them; and | have risen to 


express the hope that the Senator from Florida 


. 
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made to the printing of these resolutions. I should 
desire, for myself, that the South should concur 
in giving them that publicity which will enable 
the South to understand what are the feelings and 
probable determination of the people of the North 
in respect to this vital question. . 

Mr. YULEE. Mr. President, I did not call for 
the yeas and nays, nor did I feel any desire to have 
them ordered. I am _ perfectly satisfied that it 
should be understood that Lam the only person 
who will vote against the printing of the resolu- 
tions, The call for the yeas and nays may be 
withdrawn as far as Lam concerned, and it may 
be the general understanding that I will be the only 
person voting i the negative. I will not consent 
to give my vote for the printing of any document 
which contains, upon its face, an insult to the State 
which | represent. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. Mr. President, I 
am always disposed to treat with the most marked 
respect anything that comes from a sovereign State 
of this Union; yes, even when that State ceases to 
respect herself; and I think that respect is fully 
shown when we receive the resolutions of the State 
of New York and enter them upon our Journal. 
But if the Senate is to become a vehicle for the cir- 
culation of abolition documents, for the circulauon 
of revolutionary opinions, | shall oppose it by 
every means within my power. — I think the Sena- 
tor from Florida has justly characterized these res- 
olutions as offering an indignity to the sovereign 
States of this Union where slavery exists, Sull 
more, sir, these resolutions contain assertions which 
those who passed them did not know to be true, 
and which I believe to be false. For one, I will 
never aid in putting them forth. They proclaim to 
the world that the Senate of the United States 
knows and conceals the fact that within the Distaict 
of Columbia there are prisons in which negroes are 
unjustly and illegally immured, and marts where 
slaves are bought and sold. Who knows this to 
be true? Who believes itto be true? And if it be 
true, are these public prisons and public marts 
under the control of the Congress of the United 
States? I believe the whole assertion to be a false- 
hood, and | will not vote for printing and circu- 
lating: it. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. President, I do not 
rise to argue the merits or demerits of the questions 
that have been presented for the consideration of 
the Senate, but I rise simply to state why 1 cannot 
vote for the printing of these resolutions. Tt 1s 
with great pain that I differ from the established 
custom and uniform practice of the Senate in rela- 
tion to resolutions from the sovereign States of this 
Union, but | fully concur with the honorable gen- 
tleman from Mississippi. I stand committed upon 
no such rules, and while I have the honor to stand 
upon this floor I will never yield my aid to dis- 
seminate the slanders and assaults made upon my 
section of the Union and the institutions of the 
country in which I live. IL am disposed to respect 
a sovereign State when she respects herself; but 
when she comes here assailing the institutions of 
the country in which I live, and calls upon me to 
disseminate her doctrines, revolutionary in their 
character, and calculated to dissolve this glorious 
Union, | for one must withhold my assent. ‘The 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Dix] has drawn 
a parallel between the resolutions of the Legisla- 
ture of that State and a petition from the people of 
the District of Columbia for the abolition of the 
slave trade in this District. There is a difference 
between the citizens of this District petitioning for 
a redress of their own grievances and the Legisla- 
ture of the State of New York interfering in a mat- 
ter in which they have no interest, and over which 
they have no control. 

lt is with the most profound regret that I act in 
opposition to the established custom, as suggested 
by my honorable colleague. It would give me 
great pleasure to be able to act in accordance with 
that custom, and in conjunction with my honorable 
colleague; but my duty, or at least what I consider 
my duty, forbids me that pleasure at this time. 
When I voted to receive these resolutions I con- 
sidered my obligations to the law.of courtesy dis- 
charged; | considered that I had done all that could 
be reasonably expected from me, and I am pre- 
ared to go no further. I cannot vote for dissem- 
inating abolition documents throughout the length 
and breadth of this land. 1 do not wish to create 
excitement or alarm in any portion of the country, 


nor do I wish to array one portion of the Union | 


body ? 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


against the other. I voted against the printing of | 
the document or petition from New Mexico, and I 
shall vote against the printing of these resolutions. | 
Mr. NILES. Mr. President, my honorable | 
friend from Florida [Mr. Yutee] observed, in the 
course of his remarks, a few moments since, that | 
he entertained the apprehension that the stability 
of this Union is seriously threatened—that it is | 
tottering to its base. Well, now, Mr. President, 
whenever any structure is tottering to its base, it is | 
very likely to fall; and if this Union is tottering to 
its base, the presumption is, that it cannot stand | 
much longer—that it must soon go down. Our 
danger, therefore, is imminent, if the apprehen- 
sions of my honorable friend are well founded; | 
and | would ask him, in order that we may know 
whether his apprehensions are well-founded or not, 
whether his remarks were based upon a knowledge | 
of the existence of any combination here or else- 
where hostile to the perpetuity of this Union, or | 
whether they had their rise in feelings and ideas | 


| originating in his own heart and mind? 


Mr. YULEE. Mr. President, | will answer the 
question of the honorable Senator from Connecti- 
cut. ‘The opinion which 1 expressed was based 
upon a knowledge of events known to be trans- 
piring, and the existence of combinations hostile 
to the permanence of this Union. Yes, sir, it is 
my opinion that the Union is tottering to its base, 
and tottering under the blows of northern fanati- 
cism, and northern injustice and aggression. Sir, 
when the North comes here and attempts to exert 
the power which circumstances have given it, to | 
control the legislation of the Union, and to reduce 
a large portion of the States of this Union to deg- 
radation, and to the condition of provinces and 
subjects, they cannot but know, none who duly 
appreciate the honor and dignity of a freeman can 
do otherwise than know, that the Union is in dan- 
ger. And when the fact 1s as stated by the Sena- | 
tor from New York this morning, that fifteen of 


the sovereign States of this Union have passed || 


almost unanimously by their Legislatures resolu- | 
tions to be presented here, as instructions to their 

delegates, requiring an act which, in the opinion 

of the South, must produce inequality and injus- | 
tice, which is fraught with aggression and injury, 
there cannot be otherwise than fear in the minds 
of every right-thinking man that there is dan- 
ger for the continuance and harmony of this 
Union. Does the Senator from Connecticut be- 
lieve that this Union can exist outside of the 
compromises of the Constitution, when the prin- | 
ciples of equality have been departed from in the | 
legislation and enactments of this confederate 

If he does believe it, he does very great 

injustice to his New England descent, and to | 
those principles of liberty and of the dignity 

of man which have been inculcated in a great 

measure through the instrumentality of the an- | 
cestors of that gentleman, who first landed upon | 
this continent. Yes, sir, it was because these fif- 
teen confederate States of this Union are in oppo- 
sition to the just rights of the South that I be- 
lieved this Union to be in danger. Itis because, 
weak in their political strength, that minority of 
the South have ever struggled against the encroach- 
ments of their allies—allies no longer—when the | 
power of the Constitution shall be exerted to the | 
injustice and degradation of those who were ori- 
ginally associated in good faith and brotherly feel- 
ing. Sir,no one more anxiously trusts that the | 
cloud, which we have seen hovering over this 
nation, will pass away. No ohe more deeply than 
myself will deprecate measures beyond this Con- 
stitution for the restraints of injury. But, for one, 
lam prepared to say, that | place liberty before 
union; and I value union, and the Constitution 
under which it exists, only so far as it sustains the 


liberties of the people with whom I am associated, || 


and in carrying forward in its progress the distinct 
right of mankind. I do believe the Union to be 
in danger, and its danger is increased by every 
biow such as this which the State of New York 
has struck. I believe, when there is added to the 
attempt to wrest away the just rights to which we 
are enutled, personal insult and invective, language 


of opprobrium and contumely, that there is danger, || 
and that this danger is tenfold increased. But || 


pained am I that circumstances have reached that | 
crisis in the history of the country which lead any | 


one to consider the question of the Union as in- || 


volved in the result of measures now pending. 
Mr. DICKINSON. Mr. President, | have un- 


| of slavery over a country now free. 
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dertaken to prove myself the friend of the Unie 
| Now, sir, if I thought this vote would by, hy 
| means of dissolving this Union 
not give it my countenance. 
| Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, since this dis 
cussion has gone so far, I feel bound to say a . 
upon it. For the last six years I have beer 
habit of seeing memorials on this slavery ques. 
tion, expressing opinions on each side, and ever 
shadow of opinion on each side, from the North 
and from the South, received in the two Hous 
_ Congress, and ordered to be printed without oppo- 
sition. I cannot recolleet an instance in which the 
one of such a memorial or resolution of a State 
egislature was ever refused, or even objected to. 
I have seen many that did not accord in the slishy. 
est degree with my own opinions from the North 
and from the South. I remember some that | 
thought breathed a threat of a dissolytion of this 
Union, which were received and printed. And if 
| we reject this memorial to-day on the ground that 
the State of New York has transcended its rights 
and violated the laws of courtesy, by passing the 
resolution contained in that paper, we may be 
| placed in an awkward predicament to-morrow 
by having presented to us a resolution of another 
| kind from another quarter of this Union. 

Mr. YULEE. There is no objection to the 
reception of the resolutions. They have been re- 
ceived and put upon the Journal. What | object 

to is, the printing of the resolutions, and the dis- 
semination by the Senate of the doctrines contained 
in them throughout the whole country, and espe- 
cially inasmuch as the resolutions are upon their 
face most insulting to the South. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, I wish to 
know the distinction between this resolution and 
_ those from Massachusetts, from New Hampshire, 
| from Rhode Island, Connecticut, and New York, 

for the Jast four or five or six years. 

Mr. YULEE. | have endeavored to show that 
this resolution contains language of the most in- 
sulting character, such as has never before been 
introduced into resolutions presented here. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Upon that point I will sa 
| that I see no material difference between the spirit 

and phraseology of this resolution and that of 
| those resolutions which | have seen received, read, 
and printed, for years past, by this body or the 
| other branch of Congress. Then, again, I see in 
a southern State that a_resolution was adopted a 
day or two ago taking the other side of this ques- 
tion, and expressing opinions in favor of the Mis- 
souri compromise—a measure which I once had 
| the honor to introduce to this body, and a meas- 
ure by which I would be willing to settle this 
question. We may be called upon to-morrow to 
vote against receiving or printing resolutions in 
favor of the Missouri compromise, a resolution 
denounced and stigmatized by the abolition reso- 
lutions of the North. I think if the North have a 
| right to pass these resolutions against the South, 
the South have the right to pass them against the 
North. The right is reciprocal. I think it is fool- 
ish and mischievous for the North and the South 
to be quarreling about a question which has no 
practical results. But this is a question upon which 
each. side has a right to judge for itself. 1 believe 
this question has no practical results. I do not be- 
| lieve itendangers this Union. I believe this Union 
| is too strong to be endangered by the mere expres- 
sion of an opinion, rash and violent though it may 

be, either from the North or from the South. I 
| Say it is not a practical question, because every 
' man believes that, so far as New Mexico and 
California are concerned, the people have made up 
| their mindsywhich way they will settle this ques- 
| tion, and that is, that no action here will either 

restrain or extend the institution of slavery one 

foot. I believe there is a fundamental error in the 

resolutions from the Legislature of New York. 

‘They express a resolution against the extension 
I know of 
no man who advocates the extension of slavery 
over a country now free. If there is such a man 
on this floor, | am not aware of the fact. All I 
understand them to advocate is, to allow the people 
of these ‘Territories, to decide on this institution 
for themselves, just as they decide every other 
domestic institution for themselves. No man ad- 
| vocates the extension of slavery over a territory 
now free. On the other hand, they deny the pro- 
_ priety of Congress interfering to restrain, upon the 
| great fundamental principle that the people are the 
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cource of all power; that from the people must || 
emanate all government; that the people have the || 
came right in these Territories to establish a gov- } 
ernment for themselves that we have to overthrow || 
our present Government and establish another if || 
we please, Or that any other government has to |, 
establish one for itself. And it is this great prin- | 
-inle that lies at the foundation of my action here 
in resisting encroachments from the North or from | 
the South; of resisting on the one side, if it should 
he proposed, the extension of slavery in a country 
now free, and of resisting, on the other side, any | 
restraint upon the people to establish such institu. | 
“ions as they may see fit to establish. een 

| think there isa fundamental error existing in 
the minds of the people of the North, which leads | 
them to pass resolutions like the one presented by 
the Senator from New York—an error arising 
from a false impression. It is not the first resolu- | 
rion that has contained errors—not the first reso- 
iytion of a sovereign State founded on a misappre- 
hension of facts—not the first resolution that | 
have voted to print, from which I dissented in toto. 
| see nothing in these resolutions, much as I differ | 
from the opinions which they express, to fix a 
stigma upon the State of New York. No, sir: 
she is only following in the wake of other States 
from time immemorial. Sir, U shall vote to print 
this resolution; and if a southern State brings for- 
ward resolutions instructing their Senators to vote 
for the Missouri compromise, or any other mode 
of settlement, | shall vote for this also. Ifa 
southern State should introduce a resolution here 
authorizing the calling together of her Legislature 
upon the passage of an act of Congress, to take 
ulterior measures, without knowing to what point | 
these measures may lead, I shall feel it my duty | 
to pay respect to that Legislature, so far as to | 
print it. I believe the good old principle of receiv- | 
ing resolutions of the Legislatures of the sovereign 
States, upon this and all other questions, is the | 
best mode that can be conceived; and | am not 
willing now, in this instance, to depart from the 
usual practice, unless stronger causes exist than | 
any | have met here; for I think this resolution is | 
only in accordance with the general tenor of reso- | 
lutions from different parts of the Union. 

Mr. DOWNS. Mr. President, | am very sorry 
that | cannot concur with the old and more ex- | 
perienced members of this Senate in voting for the 
printing of these resolutions. I do not object to 
that on the ground of any opinion which the Le- 
gislature of any State may think proper to suggest; | 
but | object to the printing of these resolutions on 
ground similar to that taken by other members of | 
this body, viz: that there are assertions in them, 
stated as facts, which are absolutely false, but | 
which, if printed by the Senate, will soon become 
woven into the history of the country, and received | 
aud stated as authentic in every particular. 

We have been told,*and I have no doubt cor- 
rectly told, by the honorable Senator from Texas, 
\Mr. Rusk,] that the pretended expression of the | 
wishes of the people of New Mexico, which was 
presented here a tew weeks ago, was, in all prob- | 
ability, a thing “* got up” for the oecasion,  man- | 
wfactured to order, sent ont and returned.’’ That | 
memorial was received here. The gentleman who || 
presented it did not seem to have very clear and | 
sasfactory information as to the authority from | 
which it emanated. It bore on its face only four- | 
teen names, and but two of them were Amer- | 
ican names; but we received it and ordered it | 
io be printed, and we see already that the State | 
of New York has adopted it asa “ fixed fact” | 
that the people of New Mexico havé sent a me- | 
morial here asking the exclusion of slavery from | 
their Territory. 1, for one, Mr. President, do not 

| 
| 
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wish to endorse the fact, because I do not believe 
it to be a fact, that the people of New Mexico || 
did send such a memorial to this Congress. If we 
print these resolutions now, they will go out as 
sancuoned by the Senate of the United States, and |, 
be considered as a part of the history of the coun- | 
try. It may be true, but I have not before heard | 
ot the horrors of the slave trade and the slave 
prisons in the District of Columbia which these 
resolutions advert to. That sapient Legislature, 
some three or four hundred miles off, may be better | 
informed upon this subject than we who are here 
onthe spot. I do not pretend to say whether their | 
Statements are correct or not, but | have some |, 
doubis of their accuracy, and I do not wish to |, 


Lie 


| has ever been aimed at thisUnion. 


| from that section. 
| the South. Where has anything destructive of the 
spirit of the Constitution, on this or any other sub- | 


these resolutions, 
these radical errors in the expression of the opin- 
ions and facts to which I have referred. 

Mr. President, since this debate has commenced, 
and since the gentleman from Connecticut has 
asked the question concerning the dangers with 
which this Union is threatened, and whether the 
Senator from Florida knows of any facts on which 
he bases his opinion that the Union is tottering to 
it? base, I, as a southern member, take upow my- 
self to reply, in part, to that gentleman. Yes, Mr. 
President, | regret to say that there are causes, 
strong causes, that are increasing and multiplying 
every day, which unhappily lead the watechtul and 
reflecting mind to the conclusion that this glorious 
Union cannot last lone. If the gentleman from 
Connecticut asks me where are these indications, lL 
will tell him. ‘The story is along one. The first 
and most prominent one | will teil that genteman 
and all others from the North—and they may take 
it home with them and sleep and reflect upon it— 
is that of the action of the people of the North for 
some years past on one particular subject—that of 
reclaiming fugitive slaves. It is admitted by all 
now—l suppose no man here denies it—that that 
clause of the Constitution which refers to the 
reclamation of fugitive slaves, without which Judge 
Story and Judge Baldwin say, and without which 
even Judge McLean himself says, the Qonstitu- 
tion could never have been adopted, is now totally 
evaded by the North, set at defiance, and rendered 
a mere nullity. 1 know it is not erased from the 
Constitution. I know that it is not expressly ab- 
rogated by all the northern States—though it is by 


| many—but in practice it is really no longer a pro- 


vision of the Constitution. It has ceased practically 
to exist. No enactments have been passed, to be 
sure, suspending its operation, but the dangers to 
which persons in pursuit of their property are 
exposed from infuriated mobs and the obstacles 
from legislation, the obstacles from fanaticism, the 
dangers to limb and even life to which gentlemen 
are exposed, have literally abrogated it. It is 
admitted on all hands that the Constitution could 
never have been formed without that provision, 
and yet it is now practically abrogated, as | have 
said, in most of the northern States. And I would 
ask the gentleman from Connecticut if he does not 


think this a very serious blow to the permanency 


of this Union, and one which is calculated to make 
it totter to its foundation? 

But, unfortunately, this is not all. These blows, 
which were formerly few and far between, have 
thickened and thickened lately; and when the mis- 
fortunes, if they ever should come, (and Heaven 
grant they may never reach us,) which these 
events are calculated to lead te, are transpiring 
around us—when this Union is about to be sev- 
ered—then, when the gentleman from Connect- 
cut and the gentleman from New York, who pre- 
sented these resolutions, and other gentlemen shall, 


| in their calmer hours, come to lament over the 


misfortunes of the country, and sigh over the 


| blows that have been leveled at the duration of 


this Union, | am very much mistaken if these 
gentlemen will not then perceive that some of the 
most fatal blows ever struck at the permanency of 
our Union, and the blows which will have proved 
the most effective in its demolition, were struck 
upon this floor. If those moments should ever 


come—but I hope they never will—I believe the | 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Dix] will then 


perceive that the very speech he delivered upon 
this floor this morning is the heaviest blow that 
I know that it 
has been customary, Mr. President, for gentlemen 
to throw out the idea that all the blows that have 
been struck against the perpetuity of our Union 


| have come from ancther quarter of the country. 


Notatall. Sir, 1 know of more that have come 


Not one blow has come from 


ject, come from the South? We have acted, we 
now act, and we shall act wher the awful crisis 


| comes, on the defensive, and on the defensive 
alone. 


| privilege on this subject of slavery? Have we ever | 


Have we ever claimed any extraordinary 


asked this or the other House to extend slavery? 


|| Never, as these resolutions erroneously state. Has 


it not been admitted here by members from the free 


States that they know none who claim to extend || 


slavery one foot? We are constantly upbraided 
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because I think they contain slavery. “This is constantly thrown up to us on 


every opportunity and in every form, and the ery 
is raised that the Union is endangered by our 
course upon this very subject, and the argument 
is thrown out on every possible oceasion that it is 
we who make these assaults and endanger the per- 
manency of our institutions. It is not so. All 
these assertions are without the slightest fgunda- 
tion. They are all false. 

[did not intend to debate this question. I only 
wished to state that there is danger of this Union; 
that its foundations are shaken; and that they may 
probably full, and I believe they certainly will fall, 
if the people who have been dealing these blows 
so fast and so heavily do not cease the agitation of 
this subject. Weask nothing on our part. Let 
us go on and do as we have done heretofore. Let 
us deal with the Territories and the District of 
Columbia as we have heretofore dealt with them. 
We ask no more. Butif, when you have already 
practically abrogated one provision of the Consti- 
tution, you go on and makea similar ena¢ttment 
for the District of Columbia, and then extend that 
enactment to the navy-yards, forts, and other places 
under the control and supervision of the United 
States, until your course brings every man in the 
South conscientiously to believe that you intend to 
abolish slavery and trample upon their rights; if all 
these things are allowed to go on unterruptedly 
and unchecked, you must not be surprised if you 
at the North endanger the Union. But do not at- 
tribute it to us. Look to your own conduct. In 
that you will find the germ of dissolution. You 
cannot say we did it. Can you point to an act of 
the South which has any tendency to dissolution? 
Have we abrogated any provision of the Consti- 
tution? Have we ever interfered with your do- 
mestic institutions? Have we ever sent you reso- 
lutions upbraiding you in bitterand insulting terms? 
Why, sir, if South Carolina and Louisiana have 
shut their ports to New York and Massachusetts, 
and absolutely excluded them, it was not a greater 
evil than that which had been already inflicted 
upon the whole South by the practical abrogation 
of the principle of the Constitution which provides 
for the recapture of fugitive slaves. 

There is another reason why I consider these 
resolutions, and all others of a similar character. 
presented to us, to be heavy blows aimed at the | 
permanency of this Union. Why are they so? 
Because they imply most clearly, that that spirit 
of harmony and union upon which alone the Con- 
stitution was founded, has ceased to exist. Do 
you believe, Mr. President—is there any man that 
can believe for one moment, that if at the forma- 


| tion of the Constitution one-half of the States had 


been denouncing the other for carrying on an un- 
just, improper, and sinful traffic, the Constitution 
would have ever been formed? Such denuncia- 
tions indicate the spirit of hostility. It is the ap- 
propriate work of enemies, not friends. This may 
be said not only of the resolutions now before us, 
but of all the others sent here by the Legislatures 
of northern States. What is the spirit of all the 
resolutions presented here at almost every session 
of Congress? Instead of settling quietly their own 
domestic affairs, too many of these northern Legis- 
latures, I regret to say, have taken up this subject 
of slavery, although it has no particular connec- 
tion with their own local institutions, and de- 
nounced the institutions of the South, and repro- 
bated our course in regard to it, although we have 
kept within the limits of the Constitution, and 
minded merely our own business. 

All these events might be multiplied indefinitely 
to show that the spirit of conciliation and harmony 
which existed at the time the Constitution was 
formed, and without which its formation could 
never have been effected, has ceased to exist, and 
not only ceased to exist, but a spirit of bitter hos- 
tility between the North and the South has been 
raised up in its place. And once let that spirit 
reign; let it be once settled that we must look upon 
the people of the North as enemies in war; once 
excite that feeling of hatred and animosity which 
has existed between ourselves and the mother 


‘| country since we rebelled against her authority, 


and which exists to this day; once, I say, let all 
this be excited into full play, and go on for a few 


| years increasing in strength on both sides, and all 


the chains of the Constitution, even though they 
were ten times stronger than steel or adamant, 
would be but as ropes of sand in opposition to these 


cndorse them. I cannot vote for the printing of || for entertaining the wish and intention to extend || fierce and unextinguishable flames of hatred and 
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animosity, It is only by the feelings of good fel- 
lowship, brotherly love, the sense of a common 
glory in the achievement of our national independ- | 
ence, and common brotherhood, that this Union 
can be bound together; for 1t was upon these sent- 
ments that it was first founded. But go on, until 
by continued and increasing aggression on one part, 
and ogposition and retaliation on the other, you | 
change that feeling into enmity and bitter hate, and 
ou need not then talk about a dissolution of the 
lea: for all that is desirable and dovely in the 


Union will have been already dissolved. Let them 
go on and take the sixteen sets of resolutions to 
which the gentleman from New York has alluded 
and put them down upon your table, and then take 
fourteen sets of resolutions from the other side, 
equally denunciatory with the first, and place them 
side by side, and you need never more talk of the 
dissolution of the Union, for the vital union will 
have been in effect already dissolved. 

If, then, the progress of this feeling is to be 
stopped, have we not a right to expect of our 
friends from the North that they will desist from 
this course? Have we not a right to expect them 
to pause and reflect upon the difficulties to which 
weare tending, if possibly they be may be shunned? 
I hope they will, and that all these evils will be 
yet averted. I hope that that good sense which 
has thus far characterized the history of this Gov- 
ernment will prevail over alt adverse influences, 
and that the country will be saved from the fearful 
consequences of the dangers which have threat- 
ened its peace and prosperity. ‘ 

The people of the South are as much attached to 
the Union as any. ‘They have shown their devo- 
tion tout in every form. They feel as great love 
for it at this time as they have ever ‘felt. They 
love the Union. All their associations are eon- 
nected with it. All their wishes are connected 
with it. They know no other feeling towards it. 
They contributed as much as any other section to 
the acquisition of independence, and they have as 
much to be proud of in its glory and in its pros- | 
rerity as any other and every other section of the 
fa. If they destroy it, they will love it sull, 
and deeply Jament the necessity for its destruction. 
And if the North, while they express their love 
for it, will do nothing to show their disregard 
for it, it will be in no danger of destruction. But, 
sir, dear as the Union is to the South, if it is | 
to be preserved only as a name, and a means of 
inequality and extortion, and not as a means for 
promoting the harmony and common good of the 
country, if dissolution must be submitted to rather 
than suffer continued wrong, we shall repent as 
long and deeply as any other section, and we shall 
tuke care that the facts go down to history that the 
blows which destroyed it came not from us. 

We shall‘wait long and patiently, as long as 
there is any hope that reason and remonstrance 
and patient trust and appeals to the sympathies of 
the brethren of our common country can prevail; 
but when, at length, all hope dies out, and our last 
eflort to preserve the integrity of this Union has 
been refused, with still further aggression and 
insult, and the dire necessity for dissolution has 
come, we wiil write it down upon the page of his- 
tory, and the world shall read it, that it was not 
by the action of the South that this Union was 
dissolved; that it was not by their unfaithfulness 
to the spirit of that Constitution which their revo- 
lutionary Sires framed for the common good of all, 
and their aggressions, that this fair tree of liberty 
was blasted; but from the gradual, constant, and 
determined purpose of the North to deprive them 
of some of their great constitutional privileges. 

I hope, Mr. President, that those in the other 
quarter of the Union will pause and reflect upon 
this matter. I hope that they will conclude with 
me that all these assaults come from themselves, 
and that this matter is not in our hands but in 
theirs. I hope they will bear in mind that the 
course of proceedings which they have gone on 
with for the last few years cannot be otherwise 
than dangerous to the perpetuity of the Union. If 
it is a fact that slavery is so odious that the people 
of the North cannot longer remain with us, as true 
men, as men of honor, let them say so at once, 
and separate peaceably, and pursue their ways 
quietly and unmolested, and not remain with us, 
reaping nearly all the advantages of the institution, 
and bestowing upon us all the blame. 

We should sutfer greatly, no doubt, by the sep- 
aration, but we should go on as well as we could. |, 


What | object to is, giving all the benefits of this 
glorious Minion to one quarter of the country, and 
not reaping any of them ourselves. I came here 
to act ina spirit of conciliation. I have always 
acted, and shall always act in relation to this sub- 
ject, in a spirit of conciliation. 

There was a bill connected with this subject, 
which was made the special order for to-day, that 
| hoped would throw oil upon the troubled waters. 
1 hoped that the bill offered by the Senator from 
illinois, which was made the special order for to- 
day, would have been taken up, and that some 
plan would be adopted by which this vexed ques- 


_uon would have been forever put to rest. 


How unpropitious! How unfortunate! At the 
very moment when that bill should have been 
taken up as the order of the day, this debate has 
thrown obstacles in its way, and has called up this 
firebrand, which, | fear, will kindle a flame that it 
will take long to quench. ‘This question at this 
hour is no longer what it was at twelve o’clock 
this morning. 4 think that all impartial men must 
perceive that there must be a pause in the conduct 
of the people on one side of this question, or that 
it will be impossible to compronuse it; that we 
can come to no suitable and safe conclusion while 
the spirit of hostility and aggression is proceeded 
with. 

I conclude, then, by saying that I know that it 
is just and proper that the utmost latitude should 
be given to a State Legislature in passing resolu- 
tions. I suppose that scarcely any gentleman will 
vote against the prinung of these resolutions; but 
I cannot vote for printing them, because | believe 
they contain assertions put forth as undoubted 
facts, which I do not consider to be true, and to 
which we would give authority by printing them. 
For this reason I must vote against the motion to 

print. 

Mr. BADGER. 1 move that this subject be 
passed by for the present. 

Mr. FOOTE. | hope the Senator will allow me, 
before he makes that mouon, to say a few words 
in explanation of what | said in the earlier part of 
this debate. 

Mr. BADGER. There are some other memo- 
rials, | believe, to be presented, and this debate 
seems likely to be prolonged to the exclusion of 
ail other business. 

Mr. FOOTE. I had the honor of expressing 
my views upon this question at an early period of 
the debate; and I should not have said anything in 
addition to what has already fallen from me but 
for the fact that several very worthy gentlemen, 
represenung, like myself, southern members of this 
Confederacy, have telt bound to state their dissent 
from the opiniotis@dvanced by me relauve to the 
propriety of printing these resolutions. Sir, if | 
regarded the question before us as one at all involy- 
ing the merits of the New York resolutions, | 
should certainly vote against printing them. But 
I do not understand that by printing them we at 
all make ourselves responsible either for the doc- 
trinal views asserted in them, or for the statement 
of facts which they contain. ‘To both the doctrine 
and the narrative of facts | am as decidediy opposed 
as any one in this body. And 1am sure that the 
unsoundness of the one and the entire falsehood of 
the other have been both made sufficiently mani- 
fest in the progress of this discussion. 

Sir, though | deem the debate somewhat unsea- 
sonable, and lament that it has given rise to what 
1 must regard as uncalled-for excitement, yet am 1 
far, very far, from undertaking to criticise gentle- 
men .who have conscientiously differed with me 
on the subject. If I differ with any of my south- 
ern friends who have spoken in opposition to the 
printing, | hope they will recognize it as a dif- 
ference among friends and brethren. Sir, | know 
that in regard to the positions asserted in these 
resolutions, there is no difference in opinion 
among those who represent southern States on 
this floor; and whenever a suitable occasion shall 
arise—whenever it shall become necessary to de- 
fend the institutions of the South from «unjust, 
illiberal, and unprincipled assailment—I hope | 
shall not be behind any one, here or elsewhere, in 
rushing to the rescue. I hope | may say, without 
any immodesty or egotism, that I have on some 
occasions shown a just and proper indignation at 
the employment of language here and the assertion 
of doctrines which | deem both insulting to the 
South and dangerous to the Union. Perhaps | 
might add that, on one or two occasions, I have 
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_comity; language which, though fully 


been even provoked into language of retaliat, 
nunciation, which, though richly deserved by th 

who called it forth, was of a nature some ae 
violative of the laws of good taste and Senator 


Justified 
applied, 
self rea. 
the dig. 


ry de. 


by the offensive conduct to which it was 
I might some time since, from feelings of 
pectfand a sentiment of profound regard for 


nity of this body, have sought occasion to daleif 


_and ameliorate, but for the unintermitted ass 
/of acorrupt and Vandalic press, w 


' that no one here or elsewhere, who is atall ¢ 


aulty 
hose Organs | 
knew stood ready to accuse me of cowerine be 


fore their violence, if I ventured upon a forma! 
apology. However temperate I may be inclined 
to be on this occasion, and however averse 
tering upon the discussion of questions whic 
in my judgment, not legitimately before us, 


to en. 
h are, 
l trust 
ver. 
doubt 
y time en. 
Nn Vindica- 


sant with my character and attributes, will 
my doing all that my energies may at an 
able me to accomplish in defence and j 


| tion of southern institutions, whenever I may have 


reason to regard them as involved in danger or 


| threatened with the smallest injury. 


Mr. NILES. I have a few words to say in 
reference to some remarks made by my honorable 


‘friend from Florida and my honorable friend from 


Louisiana, who seem to be agitated with the yt. 


' . 2 . . . 
| most fear of a speedy dissolution of this Union 


lam happy to inform my friends that their appre- 
hension is entirely unfounded; that it is entirely a 
mistake to suppose that there is any such combi. 
nation in existence in the northern States for the 
destruction of this Union, as the Senator from 
Florida seems to suppose. 

Mr. YULEE. What I referred to was the ex. 
istence of combinations against the South and 
against southern interests. 

Mr. NILES. There are no such combinations, 
or at least, if there are any, they are so inconsid- 
erable as to be unworthy of serious attention here 
or elsewhere. ‘The Senator from Louisiana also 
discovers great danger in the North to the exist- 
ence of southern institutions; and he cited a fact 
in proof of hostility on the part ofthe North where 
a claim to fugitive slaves had been preferred, and 


| the master had failed to recover his property, be- 


ing opposed by the authorities of the State. | 


| believe he is mistaken on this point. I recenily 


saw a communication in a newspaper stating that 
very heavy damages were recovered against some 
half dozen persons for aiding the escape of fugitive 
slaves—the very slaves to which the Senator has 
referred. The Senator contends that the clause in 


| the Constitution which provides for the restoration 


of fugitive slaves must have been virtually abroga- 


ted. There is no such state of the law, or of public 


opinion, as the gentleman has stated. For one, | 


have always been disposed to give full and free 
| etfect_to that provision in the Constitution. 1 know 


it has not been abrogated, and never can be. 
Mr. DOWNS. I will ask the Senator whether 


| the rights of the South have not been trampled 


under foot by the northern States? 
Mr. NILES. Ido not know whether the rights 


| of the South have been violated. I know that this 


provision in the Constitution has not been abro- 
gated, nor can it be. The gentleman supposes 


that this Union is in great danger, and that that 


danger proceeds from the North. I had thought 
that there never was a time when public sentiment 
at the North was sounder than it is at this mo- 
ment; that there never was a time when the peo- 
ple were more cautious to respect the rights of all 
the States. The mere fact that a question has 
been raised which is considered by some as an 
interference with a similar matter in some of the 
States, is not to be taken as a test decisive of an 
intention on the a of the North to destroy south- 
ern-interests. Though gentlemen may confound 


| this question with the question of slavery in the 


United States, nothing can be more distinct. We 
believe it to be our duty to discountenance 10 


every form any idea of the right or propriety of 


interfering with this question, This is the posi- 
tion that | have occupied here. But the Senator 
says that the people of the North are preparing the 


| flame which 1s to destroy the Union, Sir, what 


I have done or said has been done or said from the 
most deliberate consideration, and although I am 
not involved in any way with this question, yet 
I have maintained doctrines directly opposite to 
those which the Senator attribute to us of the 
North. [have believed that we might, by extending 
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slavery 88 the Union was extended, endanger the 
safety of the Union. 1 have, therefore, for one, 
believed that the true conser fative principle was 
that laid down by the Constitution itself, from 
which we have unwisely departed in suffering the 
[inion to depart from the position in which it was 
laced according to the original platform. T he 
rerritory of the United States was then all free 
tory; but. we have since® upon admitting terri- 
departed from the rule with which we set 
and have made it slave territory. But the 
gentieman says we have no right4o prohibit sla- 
very in the Territories. How so? Have we not 
arizht to legislate for the Territories? Are they 
not to be disposed of according to the will of a 
majority of the whole people of the Union? And 
whether we act wisely or not in our legislation in 
reference to the Territories, no State can say that 
we interfere with her rights when we so legislate. 
This is a question which has no interference with 
State rights. It is a power entirely different from 
that possessed by the States—the power of acting 
as the local legislature for the Territories. Con- 
gress is to act primarily for all the ‘Territories 
helonging to this Government. That action should 
be just; but, whether just or not, whether wise or 
not, it cannot be characterized as an invasion of 
the rights of any State, because there is no inva- 
sion of State rights in it. 

Sir, I believe this basis is the only basis upon 
which this question can be settled. I wish to settle 
it; but Lask on what other basis can it be settled 
except that which the Constitution has provided? 
Dispose of the question in such a way as will be 
best for the interests of the whole country. | There 
can be no aggression then, for if there be aggres- 


terri 
tory, 
out, 


sion in that, | do not know how we can act at all. | 


If we decide the question one way, one portion of 
the citizens of the Union may consider it aggres- 
sion; and if we decide it another way, another 
portion may consider it aggression upon them. It 
is not for one State to say how it shall be settled, 
or that any particular mode of disposing of the 
question is an aggression. In governing the ‘Ter- 
ritories, the voice of the whole people must pre- 
vail. 

[ have acted in reference to this subject not only 
as | believed the interests of our particular section 
required, but as in my judgment the interests of 
the whole Union demanded. I believe that the 
time will come, and that that time is not distant, 
when the whole South, as well as tke North, will 
be satisfied with this disposition of the question. | 
believe that this Union is not in danger. With 
great deference to the judgment of my honorable 


friends, I venture to oppose my opinion to that of | 


both the gentlemen, that this Union was never 
safer nor stronger than it is at this moment. 


And yet I do not wish that the nations of Europe, | 


who are looking to us at this time as furnishing to 
them an example worthy of imitation, should sup- 
pose that in establishing governments for our ter- 
ritories, this Union has become so feeble as to be 
brought in peril. No, sir; we are becoming more 
and more attached to the Union. Weare becom- 
ing more and more convinced of its importance 
and of the utter futility of any attempt to break it 
up. Sir, | know of one attempt, of one movement 
that was made to effect that object in the proceed- 
ings of a celebrated convention. I need not remind 
my Southern friends of that convention. All sim- 
ilar movements will share the same fate; they will 
be met by public opinion whenever such move- 
ments are organized; and that opinion, though fom 
a time it may be in a minority, yet it is a minority 
strong in the principles of eternal truth, and must 
prevail against the factions of the majority. Should 


any similar movement be made, it will be put down | 


promptly at home; it will not be necessary to call 
upon the South for aid; it will be met where it 
originated. So it has been, and so it will be again. 
I wish most distinctly to deny the correctness of 


those opinions that have been stated here that this 


Union is in peril. 

Mr. BUTLER. I happened to be somewhat 
connected with the transaction in Michigan to 
which the Senator from Connecticut has alluded, 
and | think that he has not been quite correct-in 
his statement of the leading facts. He has said, 
that so far as regards the provisions of the Con- 
stitution which give to slaveholders the right to 
pursue, to apprehend, and claim their property, it 
is still in force throughout the northern States. 
Sir, 1 regard it, having viewed the subject care- 
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fully, as effectually annulled, as perfectly out of | the foremost rank in battle, and have been sw ept 


existence, as if no provision of the kind had ever 
been inserted in the Constitution. The transaction 
to which the Senator alludes was something of this 
kind: A gentleman of Ke ntucky, in pursuit of his 
own slaves, who had escaped into Michigan, was 
surrounded by a mob of white‘men, mingled with 
negroes, who heaped upon him the most oppro- 
brious terms and epithets, and by force detained 
him, taking his slaves from him and sending them 
into Canada. An action was brought tor the tres- 
pass upon his person, and for the loss of his prop- 
erty, and damages were recovered, as well for the 
invasion of his personal liberty as for his property. 
And I will tell the honorable Senator from Con- 
necticut that in his own State it is a penal offence 
for any municipal officer tou aid a master in the 
recovery of his slaves. It is made an offence by. 
State legislation. kt is so, | think, in Connecticut. 
I know it is so in Massachusetts, Rhode Island, 
New York, Pennsylvania, Michigan, and some 
other States. Sir, all the provisions of our Con- 
sutution relating to this subject have been trampled 
under foot. 

Mr. DICKINSON. There is no such legisla- 
tive enactment in New York. 

Mr. BUTLER. It is my impression that there 
is such a law, and that it was passed at the last 
session of the Legislature. 

Mr. DIX. ‘The Senator is entirely mistaken. 
There is no such law in the State of New York. 

Mr. CAMERON. The Senator is mistaken 
also in regard to Pennsylvania. ‘There is no such 
law there. , 

Mr. BUTLER. I have heard it stated that there 
is such a law in Pennsylvania. I know that in all 
the States to which | have alluded, the authorities 
have so far deprived slave-owners of the benefit 
of the Constitution, as to make it tantamount to 
the most penal enactment. They hold their offices 
upon the terms and upon the condition that they 
will offer al] the opposition in their power to the 
restitution of slave property. And many of those 
States have penal laws upon the subject, making 
it an offence for any peace officer or any citizen to 
aid in the recovery of fugitive slaves. I may be 
wrong in regard to New York. | such forbearance; I ask for the observance of good 

Mr. DICKINSON. It is not two weeks since | faith; | ask for the fulfillment of the provisions of 
a fugitive slave was brought before a courtin New || the Constitution made by our forefathers. Sir, 80 
York upon the requisition of his owner; and, || long as the altar of the Constitution is preserved to 
although he was dismissed, it was owing to an | us, | will hold fast by the horns of the altar; but 
informality in the mode of his arrest. . if they make it a Moloch to which we are to be 

Mr. BUTLER. He was brought before a Fed- || made burning victims, I, for one, will never sub- 
eral judge. mit to it. Lam not to be deceived by their miser- 

Mr. DICKINSON. Not a Federal judge, but able pretexts. 

a State judge; and dismissed because not legally Sir, Lhave gone further than I intended; but I 
brought before the judge. had heard taunts thrown out, and I could not re 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I believe the Senator || frain from making the few remarks that I have 
from South Carolina ineluded Michigan in his || made. And is it to be held as treason in those 
annunciation of States having ‘penal enactments |, who are oppressed if they venture to remonstrate ? 
against aiding in the recovery of fugitive slaves. || Because you are strong, are we therefore not to be 
I beg to say to the Senator that there is no such | allowed to declare the truth? Sir, we have as- 
enactment in Michigan. || sumed to do nothing more than to declare the plain, 

Mr. BUTLER. Ido not know how it is with || unvarnished truth. Has it come to this, that we 
Michigan, but I will tell the honorable Senator from || who are under the lash are not to be permitted to 
Connecticut now, that a bill has been introduced || give utterance to our feelings? I know it is im- 
here making it the duty of all State officers to give || possible for a minority to resist successfully the 


down by the fire of the enemy, our widows and 
orphans are not to be entitled to claim any consid- 
eration in the disposal of the acquisitions that were 
purchased by our blood? Sir, why need I point 
out the indignities that have been heaped upon us? 
Have you not abolished slave labor in your dock- 
yards and arsenals, and are you not proposing its 
abolition wherever there is a groundwork upon 
which you*can fasten such a proposition? Are 
you not laboring to establish the doctrine that there 
is NO propriety in the existence of the institution ? 
All this having been done—and it is notorious that 
it has been done—submission to it, | affirm, is a 
degradation. When the work shall have been 
consummated, our degradation will be complete. 
Nay, to yield ground to the doctrine now is nothing 
more nor less than yielding up every right that we 
possess. We may go to war and sacrifice our 
lives, and our posterity is te be told, the fruits of 
victory are not yours; you shall not participate in 
them. It is an odious, a revolting doctrine, and if 
we yield to it, I say, unhesitatingly, that we shall 
deserve the degradation we will incur. 

L have not said what my State will do in such 
an event; | do not know what other States will do; 
but, if | mistake not, you will have resolutions 
piled upon your table, rebuking the timid, and you 

-, will find resolutions of instructions, too, showered 
upon you; you will have indications, unmistakable 
evidences of what will be the ultimate consequence 
of persevering in this system of opposition. The 
gentleman from Connecticut says that northern 
men will not invade the rights of the South. 
Sir, I thank him not, that he will not invade our 
dwellings, whilst he heaps combustibles about oar 
enclosuresand about our dwellings, ready for the 
torch which will hurl destruction upon us, Sir, 
to tell me that the institution of slavery has never 
been invaded, and has nothing of the kind to fear, 
is to tell me what is palpably false. I know that 
it has been invaded, and that my life and the lives 
of my children have been put in jeopardy by it. It 
has been invaded by the action of this very body. 
And yet the gentleman tells me we will spare your 
house, your homes, and firesides. I ask for no 


| aid in the arrest and delivery of fugitive slaves || will of the re unless there is some mode of 
| under a penalty. 


And when that bill comes up | resisting by the aid of combination, or by the for- 
many of those gentlemen who speak so loudly of || bearance of those who, having the power, may 
nevertheless possibly be actuated by a sense of 
Constitution now, I fear will not come to my aid |, good faith and justice. Mr. President, | have 
in the support of that bill. I know there is as | occupied your time longer than I intended. 
much, or more effected by the aid of the pocket, | Mr. DICKINSON. {fn what little I have said, 
and expressed sympathy throughout the North, as | I have not departed, I believe, from the question 
could poasivly be accomplished by direct legisla- || that is before the Senate, for printing the resolu- 
tion. [s it not notorious, | ask Senators, that the || tions of the State of New York. I do not intend 
sjaves in the slaveholding States have become dis- || to depart from it. I rise to correct more fully than 


|| satisfied in consequence of your inflammatory pub- || I was able to do at the time, a statement of fact 


| ications and harangues, made even here within | made by the honorable Senator from the State of 
the walls of Congress? I believe, sir, that if we || South Carolina, in regard to penal enactments for 
had had no session of Congress for the last ten || the prevention of the recovery of runaway slaves. 
ears, it would have been better for this country. || There is no suth law in the State of New York. 
es, sir, itis here, within this very Senate, that we || There was such a question before the Legislature, 
are to be taunted and maligned; and when we rise || but the proposition was rejected, and the law 
to defend ourselves, in an admitted minority as we || remains as it was. It is not many weeks since a 
are, when we rise to resist the hand of oppression, || fugitive slave was brought before the court in 
we are to be branded as violators of the Constitu- || New York, not before a Federal judge, but a State 
tion and as putting in jeopardy this Union. || judge—Judge Edwards—and he entertained the 
Do we not hear it declared that we must set free | case, and decided it, as I have a right to.presume, 
the slaves in this District, and that the institution || correctly. | do not know all the reasons for his de- 
must not be permitted to exist in the Territories be- || cision; but, as far as I understand the facta of the 
longing to this Government? And has it come to || case, they were these: The slave was seized with- 
this, that when we of the South have been set in || out process of law, and the judge decided that they 


i 
i 
} 
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should have taken out process in the first instance, 
in order to bring him before the tribunal. Whether 
the judge decided right or otherwise, perhaps It 1s 
hardly becoming me or the Senate to discuss. 
Sufficient for my purpose, however, is the fact, 
that the law in the State of New York is not as 
the Senator supposes, and the tribunals execute 
the law as it exists, and have interposed no obsta- 
cle in the way of the recovery of the just rights of 
any individual. 

Mr. DOWNS. Lam very glad to hear the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut so confidently assert that he 
eonsiders the Union in no danger. Iam glad to 
hear it, because I believe that Senator to be sincere 
in what he I believe that whatever that 
Senator tells us he believes in all sincerity. The 
IJnion is in no danger, and will be in no danger, 
if aggression be abstained from, if the current of 
areressign ceases. And when I hear itso emphati- 
cally stated that there is no danger, I hail the dec- 
laration as a good omen that the waters will become 
yacified, that the agitation will not be continued. 
If this should be the case, then | have no doubt 
the Union will be preserved. But I rose chiefly 
to state why I think the reply of the gentleman to 
that part of my argument which went to prove 
that the provision of the Constitution about re- 
claiming fugitive slaves has virtually been abro- 
gated, has failed of its purpose. Itis true, that 
mn the case alluded to in Michigan, an action was 
maintained for damages in money; but whether 
the question of damages applied to the individual 
or to the property he had lost, was not clearly 
stated: if | mistake not, the property was entirely 
lost to him. And what does the trial for damages 
amount to? L would like to be informed by the 
Senator from Kentucky whether it is within his 
knowledve that the gentleman has ever realized 
anything from the verdict? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I have no information 
that the money has been recovered. 

Mr. FELCH. [understand the gentleman to 
inquire whether any compensation has been ob- 
tamed for the slaves. 1 will state one thing in re- 
gard to this matter. It was the subject of remark 
here at the last session, and in some instances 
remarks were made that | thought were uncalled 
for, tending to throw opprobrium upon citizens 
and upon the tribunals before which the case was 
brought. As I understand the case, it is not as 
has been stated by the Senator from South Caro- 
lina. It was not a ease involving a question of 
personal abuse or injury. 

Mr. BUTLER. It was simply an action for 
trespass. 

Mr. FELCH. It was an action of trespass on 
the case, in which certain gentlemen from Ken- 
tucky claimed that they were entitled to compen- 
sation for the loss of slaves. They alleged that 
their slaves had escaped into Michigan, and that 
having pursued them there, a mob assembled and 
rescued the slaves, and carried them away, and 
that the parties against whom the action was 
brought were present aiding and abetting in the 
abduction of the slaves, and upon that principle 
they claimed compensation. The first trial was 
had before Justice McLean, and upon that trial a 
verdict would have been rendered in accordance 
with the provisions of the Constitution in reference 
to fugitive slaves if any verdict had been rendered 
at all; but at that time the jury did not agree upon 
a verdict. Eleven of the jurors were in favor of 
finding for the plaintiffs the value of the slaves, 
and one was opposed. At a subsequent trial, a 
verdict was rendered for the value of the slaves. 
In both instances the charge of the judge was in 
accordance with the constitutional provision, Jus- 
tice McLean presiding upon the former trial, but 
not upon the latter; and | will remark further, that 
no hesitancy or doubt was entertained by the jury, 
no difficulty arose, so far as | know of, upon the 
abstract question of the right to recover; but it was 
a case of complicated facts, a cat in which intel- 
ligent jurymen might disagree in relation to the 
facts; but in regard to the question of law, as to 
whether the provision of the Constitution should 
be recognized, there never was a doubt, so faras | 
know, in the minds of the jury, or in the mind of 
the judge. 

In reference to the inquiry of the Senator, 
whether the judgment has been paid or not, I do 
not know; but this | will say, | know the persons 
who were defendants, and | know a verdict against 

them, whether for two thousand or twenty thou- 


states. 
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sand dollars, can be collected at any time. Whether 
the parties are satisfied with the decision or not— 
whether there is to be a review of the case, | can- 
not say; but whatever the verdict may be finally, 
that verdict can be enforced. Now, if the Senator 
will allow me a single word, | will say that I am 
not aware that | myself, or any other Senator from 
the North to whom the Senator from South Caro- 
lina has referred, nor any northern man, has 
shown any such sensitivenese on the subject as 
would prevent a careful examination of this ques- 
tion of the recovery of fugitive slaves; and I believe 
that this case is one of the strongest evidences of 
it that can be given, and that southern men may 
rest assured that not only are the courts opened to 
them and ready to take cognizance of their com- | 
plaint, but, in point of fact, there is no place where | 
a freer investigation can be had, and a more entire | 
willingness 1s at all times manifested that the prin- 
ciples of justice and law should be maintained. 
And | would remark further, that this 1s the first 
case that has been tried in any of the courts of the 
northern States in which this principle has been 
involved; and if anything were wanting to show 
the existence of a right feeling on the subject, | 
would point to this case as conclusive proof that 
in the North justice is open to every citizen of the 
South, and as accessible as in his own State. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have before me the express 
provision of the law in regard to this subject, as | 
it exists in some of the States, and | will take the 
liberty of reading it. I cannot speak particularly 
as to the laws of all the States, and | shall appeal 
to the Senator from Pennsylvania presently, for 
they have some laws in that State that are quite 
as strong as those in Massachusetts, | have no 
doubt. |Mr: Burzer read the provision he re- 
ferred to from the act of the Legislature of Massa-~ 
chusetts, } 

Now, 1n reference to the other States 

Mr. BALDWIN, (interposing.) If the Senator | 
will allow me, I will be glad to set him right in 
regard to the law in Connecticut. 

Mr. BUTLER. Certainly, sir. Whatever the | 
Senator states to be the law there, | have no doubt | 
will be entirely correct. 

Mr. BALDWIN. The Senate must be aware 
thata few years ago, anterior to the decision of 








/ 


the Supreme Court of the United States in the case || 


of ————— against the Commonwealth of Penn- | 
sylvania, it was the prevailing opinion in the | 
northern States that the Constitution imposed it as 
a duty upon the several States to make provision 

for the surrender of fugitives from servitude in the 

slave States, and that laws were made in several 

of the States according to their own views of pro- 

priety and justice, as well in reference to the secu- | 
rity of those in whose behalf the duty was imposed, | 
as in regard to the security of their own citizens, 

who might be emdangered in the execution of the | 
law. ‘Lhe State of Connecticut passed a law for 
the purpose of carrying into effect her obligations, 
as she understood them, under the Constitution 
of the United States, containing provisions which 
were deemed just, as well in reference to the inter- 
ests of the people of the slaveholding States as to | 
those of the citizens of the State of Connecticut. 

After the passage of that law, sir, the question | 
arose in the Supreme Court of the United States, | 
and it was then decided, contrary to the prevailing | 
impression at the North, that the duty imposed | 
by the Constitution was a duty imposed not on | 


| 


the State Governments, but on the Government of | 


the United States—that it was the duty of Con- # 


gress, and the exclusive duty of Congress, to 


carrying into effect that clause of the Constitution 
of the United States. Yielding to this opinion of 
the Supreme Court of the United States, that State 
legislation was wrong upon this subject, that it 
was interfering with a duty pertaining exclusively 
to the Government of the United States, the Le- 
gislature of Connecticut ‘repealed the law which 
had before subsisted on her statute book for the | 
performance of this State duty. And she went | 
further: feeling that the act of Congress, which 
confers upon the magistrates of the State having 
exclusive jurisdiction in the State of Connecticut | 
only to the amount of seven dollars, the power of | 
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repeal the law by which she had provided adem, 

and proper tribunals fer the urpose of fulfill; 
what she had before supposed to be her duty. 
that behalf, but she also passed a law prohiby in 
those magistrates, appointed by State autho; it fee 
a totally different duty, from exercising the Z - 
conferred by Congress. They felt, sir, that ind. 
viduals ought not to be exposed to have ae 
liberty taken away “from them at: the will of : 
magistrate, by the mere certificate of a Magistrate 
to whom the law of the State of Connecticut sae 
mitted exclusive jurisdiction in ordinary transa,. 
tions between man and man, to the amount oni. 
of seven dollars. hey felt, sir, that the ar 
trates of the State, who were clothed with aytio,. 
ity for such a purpose, and who received their 
appointments from the State Governments, ouch: 
not to be permitted to continue the performaner os 
this duty thus conferred upon them by act of (py. 
gress; a duty for which they were not Appointed 
by the State, a duty for the due performance os 
which they owed no responsibility to the Goverp. 
ment of the State. 

Mr. DOWNS. If the gentleman will pard 
me, | yielded the floor only for an explanation, 

Mr. BALDWIN. I have stated all that | de. 
sired to state in regard to the history of the lesis. 
lation of Connecticut upon this subject. I think 
the Senator from South Carolina is mistaken jy 
one respect, in supposing that there is any penalty 
attached to the exercise of jurisdiction by these 
magistrates. It is simply forbidden, but 1 think 
there is no penalty in the law which forbids the 
exercise of jurisdiction. 

Mr. BUTLER. It is precisely as I stated. The 
enactments of the State Legislatures are not ql! 
alike, but they are all based upon the same prin. 
ciple; the purport and tenor of all of them are the 
same; they all contain a prohibition. I do not un. 
dertake to state precisely what those laws are; but 
all the States at the North, having once laws ex. 
pressly providing for the apprehension of slaves, 
have repealed those laws, and, in many instances, 
have imposed penalties upon their State officers for 
doing the very thing which they were once com- 
manded to do. 

PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from 
Louisiana has not yielded the floor. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator will excuse me; 
I will no longer interrupt him. 

Mr. DOWNS. I do not undertake to argue that 
the law of that State literally went to the point of 
rendering null the provision of the Constitution, but 


on 


| { maintain that its practical effect amounted to that, 


and several Senators of the free States have changed 


| their opinions materially in regard to it. I am glad 


to hear the explanation that has been given by the 
Senator from Michigan, showing that the provoca- 
tion was not so great as some of us suppose it was. 
I am very glad to hear all that. I hope I shall hear 
similar things from other quarters, but I will ask the 
Senator if it is not well known that, at Detroit and 
other places along the border, there are persons, 


|, whites and blacks, who make it their business to 


assist slaves in passing over into Canada? This is 
what I understand, and this, of itself, if nothing 
else, is, I consider, making a nullity of the provis- 
ion of the Constitution. But now the Senator from 
New York says that the court in New York enter- 


| tained an application of this kind. That case, if | 


mistake not, was dismissed without being acted 
upon; and, had I anticipated this debate, | should 
have been prepared to show under what circum- 
stances it was dismissed. But I thought there was 


, ; : | something more offensive in the proceedings of the 
make all needful regulations for the purpose of | 


court than is represented to have taken place by 
the gentleman. He suggests, asthe reason why the 
court did not entertain the case, that the arrest had 
been made without authority from the proper tri- 
bunal. I was under the impression that the provis- 
ion of the Constitution gave to the owner of the 
slave a right to exercise the power of arresting his 


‘slave, but | am reminded that it has been decided 


deciding definitively upon the great question of || 
personal liberty—feeling, I say, this to be an im- |) 


proper delegation of power, one for which the | 
magistrates of the State of Connecticut were not | 


by the Supreme Court recently that it is not in the 
power of the owner to arrest his own slave. 

The gentleman has mentioned some instances 
where courts have entertained suits against par- 
ties assisting slaves to escape; but I ask if the gen- 
tleman knows any case in which the action has 
been based exclusively upon the instrumentality of 
the party in aiding the slave to escape? 1 know of 
none, and I know that the feeling in the South !s 
so strong, the conviction is so strong of the inter- 


selected, that State deemed it her duty not only to |) ference within the free States of individuals aiding 
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io escape of slaves, that when a slave makes his 
e beyond the bounds of the slave States he is 
up, because if the master pursues him he 

“sks his life—he risks more than the slave ts 
worth 1 will mention an instance in point: A 
gentieman arrived at Buffalo with his body servant, 
slave, WhO, as a matter of choice, desired to re- 

main with his master, but he was not permitted to 
do 80. Immediately upon his arrival he was sur- 
rounded by a crowd of persons, by whom he was 
taken away, and kept away from his master. So 
strong was his desire to yeturn, that he wrote to 
his master stating that he wanted to get back. The 
mastet appealed to the civil authorities. They told 
him, Oh yes, the law authorizes you to get pos- 
session of your slave; but we would advise you 
to take no steps in the matter, because if you get 
the decision of the court, the mob will not permit 
your slave to be restored to you, or if he is, they 
will again deprive you of him. _ Does this not 
show, as | have said, that the feeling on the part 
of the North is altogether changed from what it 
was, and which almost amounts of itself to a dis- 
solution of the Union? There is one other point 
to which the gentleman alluded to which | wish to 
advert. The gentleman insinuates that this ques- 
tion of slavery between the North and the South is 
pot so difficult of adjustment; that there are those 
in the South who will rise up and sustain the acts 
of the North. Does the gentleman pretend to hold 
out the idea that any man in the South will justify 
the outrages which have been committed upon their 
rights? He certainly knows but little of the South 
if he supposes it, 
there isa man in the South who would sanction 
the proposition that slavery shail be prohibited in 
the Territories? If he relies upon that hope as the 
only means of getting out of our difficulues, I tell 

him again that he is reckoning without his host. 

I think that the proposition has been clearly made 
out that the provision of the Constutuuon 1s in 
effect annulled. 

Mr. METCALFE., The debate which we have 
had here to-day upon this subject, sir, reminded 
me of certain quesuons that have been made and 
propounded to myself. The question has been, 
‘Tell us, do tell us, where Kentucky will go when 
this Union is dissolved? Will she unite with the 
South, or will she unite with the North? Where, 
oh, where will Kentucky be found? I confess 
that on this subject | have had some difficulty in 
my own mind;-but I have settled down fixedly 
upon this conclusion, that Kentucky will neither 
unite with the South nor with the North, as south- 
ern and northern divisions. I had the honor, ona 
former occasion, to tell you somewhat of what lL 
believe to be the views, the feelings, and the wishes 
of Kentucky as it regards this great question. 
There are, sir, too many ties; the ligaments are 
too strong; her interests themselves would be too 
strong, were it not for the other numerous ties 
which band the whole of us together. Kentucky, 
in One sense, will unite, it is true, with the North, 
with an indissoluble grasp, never, never to be sun- 
dered; while, on the other hand, occupying the 
central position she does, she will unite, with an 
equal tenacity of grasp, when she can take hold of 
the hand of her southern brethren. 

_ Mr. President, I regret to say—for I concur en- 
tirely with the Senator from Connecticut upon this 
subject, that this Union was never stronger than 
itis now; the great interests are, perhaps, stronger 
now than they have ever been before; besides, oh! 
the generation thus instrumental in dissolving this 
Union will occupy the darkest page in the history 
of future generauions—lI confess that L often regret 
to hear even an intimation of anything like a dis- 
solution of the Union on the floor of the Senate of 
this country. Ata time like this, when the thrones 
are tottering and falling from beneath the monarchs 
of the whole civilized world—at a moment when 
they are looking to this Confederacy as the bright 
resplendent polar star of human liberty, and the 
different nations of Europe are endeavoring to 
shape their governments so as to imitate our own, 
let it not go forth to Europe, nor to any part of the 
civilized race of mankiud, that this Union is in 
any danger. Indanger! Wherefore in danger? Be- 
cause we will print, or we will not print, such a 
resolution as that upon your table? 

But, Mr. President, it is late, and I did not rise 
to detain you, and but for the fact that I happened 
at present to occupy a peculiar position in this 
country, 1 should not now have uttered a word. 


esca} 
given 





Does he mean to assume that | 
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| Disunion! Of all the periods in the history of this 
| tained? 


| be added to this Union. 


into consideration, we, I think, need not fear thé 


| eron, Clarke, Clay ton, Corwin, Davis of Massachusetts, Day- || by the treaty of peace, friendship, limits, and set- 
_ \ Bf 


country, this is the last that ought to be talked of 
for such a thing. Why was such a thought enter- 
Let our motto ever be, Union now, and 
union forever. I confess that I have felt some ap- 
prehension when | saw so much territory about to 
1 thought there might be 
danger then; that we were stretching out our arms 


| too far beyond the proper reach; but when we take 


into consideration that, at the very same time we 
are doing this thing, the world is in such a state of 


| progress as to her travel and transportation that 


the most distant bounds are thereby brought, as it 
were, near together; when we take all these things 


consequences. At least, for one, no matter what 
have been my sentiments, I think I shall represent 
fairly the condition of my State and the feeling of 


| her people when I say that she will be found among 


the last to falter, and among the first to endeavor 
to hold the Union together, no matter where its 
limits may extend. 

The question being taken on the motion to print, 
it was decided—yeas 45, nays 6—as follows: 

Y EAS—Messts. Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Badger, Bald 
win, Bell, Benton, Berrien, Bradbury, Breese, Buuer, Cam 


ton, Dickinson, Vix, Dodge of Lowa, Douglas, Felch, Puz 
gerald, Foote, Greene, Hamlin, Houston, Hunter, Joboson 
of Maryland, Johnson of Louisiana, Jolinson of Georgia, 
Jones, King, Mason, Metealie, Miller, Nules, Pearce, Phetps, 
Rusk, Sebastiaa, Spruance, Turney, Underwood, and Lp 
hain—45. 

NAYS—Messrs. Borland, Davis of Mississippi, Downs, 
Fitzpatrick, Hannegan, and Yulee—6. 

MESSAGE RROM THE HOUSE. - 

A message was received from the Llouse of Rep- 
resentatives, announcing that the said House had 
passed the Senate bill authorizing ufe payment of || 
interest upon the advances made by the State of 
Alabama, for the use of the United States Gov- 
ernment, in the suppression of the Creek Indian 
hostilities of 1836-'37 in Alabama, with an amend- 
ment, 

On motion of Mr. KING, the Senate proceeded 
to the consideration of the said bill, when the |} 


| 
} 


| 
} 
| 


} 


| 
| 
} 


amendment by the tiouse was concurred in. 
ADMISSION OF CALIFORNIA. 
Mr. FOOTE gave notice of his intention to offer | 


the following amendment when Mr. Doveras’s | 
bill for the admission of California into the Union |} 
came up: 

Sec. 4. dnd be it further enacted, That all the remaining 
territory acquired by the United States under the said treaty 
of peace with the Republic of Mexico, not contained within | 
the limits of the State of California, as delineated herein, 


| (heretofore Known as the province of New siexico,) shall 


be, and the same, with the inhabitants thereof, is hereby, 
(provided the consent of the State of Texas can be hereatter 
obtained to this arrangement,) placed under the control and 
jurisdiction of the Government and laws of the said State of | 
‘Texas, as an integral part thereof, subject in all respects to | 
the terms contained in the joint resolution wher. by said State 
of Texas was admitted into the Union, reserving to the | 
United States all rights of property in the public domain, | 
and other property ceded to the United States in the said 1 
} 


treaty of peace with the Republic of Mexico, in all that por- 
tion of the said Territory hereby made part of the State of 
Texas, which may be ascertained hereafter, by actual sur 
vey or otherwise, not to be included within the present 
boundaries of the said State of Texas, free from taxes, as- 


| sessments of every kind by the State of Texas, together with 


the right of disposing of the same, and the right to adjust all 
claims and titles tolands derived from foreign Governments, 
in such manner as Congress shall hereafter prescribe. 

Mr. TURNEY aiso gave notice, that when the || 
bill came up, he should likewise move to amend || 
the bili by striking out all after the words ** United || 

: ; 
States,” in the third line of the first section, to the |) 
word ‘*shall,’’ in the twelfth line, and insert the |) 
following: 


Acquired from the Republic of Mexico by the treaty eon- | 
cluded February 2, 1848, which hes west of the summit of | 
HI 


the Sierra Nevada and Rocky Mouutains. 
SPANISH BRIG RESTAURADOR. 
On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, 
the Senate proceeded to consider, as in Committee 


of the Whole, House bril for the relief of the i 


owners of the Spanish brig Restaurador; and, the. | from Ohio wishes to have read. 


bill having been explained by Mr. J., and no 
amendment having been proposed, it was ordered 
to be read a third ume, and was subsequently read 
a third time and passed. 


On motion, the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, January 22, 1849. 
The Journal of Saturday was read and approved. | 


The SPEAKER presented the petition of John || 


Pierce, jr., late professor of mathematics in the 
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| navy of the United States; which was referred to 


the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

On motion of Mr. PRESTON, (the rules having 
been suspended for the purpose,) it was 

Resolved, That House bill No. 685, ** to establish a terri 
torial government of Upper California,” and Hlouse bill No, 
Til, “to establish the territorial government of New Mey 
co,”” be made the special ordes for Tuesday, the 0th tnst., 
and that they be continued from day to day the special or 
der, Pridays and Saturdays excepted, until they are disposed 
0 


On motion of Mr. HARMANSON, (the rulcs 
having been suspended tor that purpose,) it waa 

Resolved, That House bill No. 635, “to aid the State of 
Louisiana in reclaiming the swamp lands,’? be made the 
special order for to-morrow, and continue trom day to day 


| until disposed of, 


CALIFORNIA AND NEW MEXICO, 


Mr. HILLIARD asked the general consent of 
the Hlouse to allow him to introduce two bills, of 
which he had given notice, in order, he said, to 
He would move that 
they be referred to a select committee of nine mem- 
bers. 

The bills were read by their titles, as follows: 

A bill toauthorize the people of that portion of the 
territory of the United States which was a quired 


tlement with the Republic of Mexico, concluded 
February 2, 1848, known as California, to form a 
consutution and State government, and for the ad 
mission of such State into the Umon on an equal 
footing with the original States; and, 

A bill respecting the limits of the State of Texas » 


| and that portion ot the territory of the United States 
| which was acquired by the late treaty with Mexico, 


known as New Mexico. 
Mr. PETTIT objected to the reception of the 
bills. 

Mr. HILLIARD moved that the rules be sus- 
pended for their reception; and on that motion he 
demanded the yeas and nays. 

Mr. McCLERNAND asked that the bills be 


| read. 


‘The SPEAKER said, the question being on the 
motion to suspend the rules, the bills could net be 


| read, except by general consent, or by a vote of 


the House. 

Mr. HILLIARD withdrew the demand for the 
yeas and nays. 

Mr. PETTIT and several other gentlemen re- 
newed it, and the yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ASHMUN asked that the question be 
stated, and the titles of the bills again be read. 

‘The question was again stated to be on the sua- 
pension of the rules tor the reception of the bills, 
and their titles were again read. 

Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, said he 
understood that the gentleman from Alabama pro- 
posed that the bills be referred to a conimittee. 
That was all. 

Mr. McCLERNAND inquired whether the gen- 
tleman front Alabama had given notice of his in- 
tention to introduce these bills? 

The SPEAKER replied that notice was given 


| on Monday last. 


The question (the Chair further stated) was on 


| suspending the rules, to allow the gentleman from 
|| Alabama 


| question might be had, if any gentleman de- 


to introduce these bills. 


A separate 


manded. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. I demand it. 

Mr. VINTON. Will it be in order to ask that 
the bill respecting New Mexico be read ? 

The SPEAKER. It can be read by order of 
the House. j 

Mr. VINTON. I make that motion. 

The SPEAKER, (addressing Mr. Hicusarp.) 
The gentleman from Alabama will designate the 
bill upon which he wishes the question first to be 


| taken. 


Mr. HILLIARD replied, the bill respecting the 
boundary of Texas—the bill which the gentleman 


The question was taken, and the House ordered 


| the bill. to be read. 


| It was read accordingly, as follows: 
A BILL respecting the limits of the State of Texas and 
that portion of the territory of the United States which 
was acquired by the late treaty with Mexico, known as 


Sec. 1. Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States in Congress assembied, ‘nat 
the northern boundary of the State of ‘Texas shali commence 
at the point where the eastern boundary of said State is in- 
tersected by the parallel of 36° 30 north latitude; thence 
| west along that parallel of latitude to the sumunit of the 


| 
New Mexico. ‘ 
| 
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range known as the Sierra Nevada or California mountains ; 
thenve south along the summit of that range to the paratiel 
of 34° 30’ north latitude; thence along that parallel of lati 

tude to the Pacific Ocean: and that portion of the terntory 
of the United States which was acquired by the treaty of 
peace, friendship, limits, and settioment with the Republic 
of Mexico, concluded February 2d, 1548, lying south of said 
northern boundary, shall be and constitute a portion of the 
Btate of Texas, and the same is hereby ceded to the said 
State: Provided, The said State of Texas shail ratify the 
boundary aforesaid; and provided, also, That the said terri 

tery by this act included within the limits of the State of 
Texas sijall be subject to the conditions and the guarantees 
named if the joint resolution for annexing Texas to the Unt 

ted Siates, approved by the President of the United States 
on the Ist day of March, 1845; and that the United States 
reserve unto themselves all right of property in the public 
domain and other property ceded by saia treaty with Mexi- 
co, free from taxes and assessments of any kind by said 
State; also the power of disposing of the same, including 
the right of adjusting all claims and titles to land derived 
from foreign governments, in such manner as Congress shall 
prescr itn 

Mr. EDWARDS inquired if it was in order to 
move to amend the motion of the gentleman from 
Alabama. He would prefer to have the bill re- 
ferred to the Committee on Territories. 

The SPEAKER replied that the mouon to sus- 
pend the rules couid not be amended. 

Mr. HILLIARD said he was willing to leave 
to the House to decide upon the question of refer- 
ence after the bills should have been received. 

He wished to make a single remark to the 
House, by way of explanation. 

e “or rr 

The SPEAKER said the gentleman could only 
proceed by general consent. 

Objections were made. 

The question was then taken on the first division 
of the question, viz: on the introduction of the bill 
relative to New Mexico; and the vote stood—yeas 
60, nays 120—as follows: 

VY EAS—Meesrs. Atkinson, Barringer, Barrow, Beale, Bed 
inger, Boecock,. Bowlin, Boyd, Boyden, Burt, Clingman, 
Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Cocke, Crozier, 
Daniel, Donnell, Featherston, Fieklin, Flournoy, French, 
Fulton, Gaines, Gentry, Goggin, Harris, Haskell, Hill, Hil- 
hard, George S. Houston, Inge, Iverson, Andrew Johnson, 
Robert W. Johnson, John W. Jones, Kaufman, La Sére, 
Ligon, Lumpkin, McDowell, McLane, Meade, Morehead, 
Morse, Outlaw, Pendleton, Peyton, Pilsbury, Preston, Rhett, 
Stanton, Thibodeaux, Thomas, Jacob Thompson, Richard 
W. Thompson, John B. Thompson, Toombs, Wick, Wil- 
liams, and Woodward—60, 

NAYs—Messrs. Abbott, Ashmun, Bingham, Blackmar, 
Blanchard, Brady, Bridges, Brodhead, Charles Brown, Can 
by, Catheart, Collamer, Collins, Conger, Cranston, Crisfield, 
Crowell, Cummins, Darling, Dickey, Dickinson, Dixon, 
Eckert, Edsall, Edwards, Embree, Nathan Evans, Faran, 
Farrelly, Fisher, Freedley, Fries, Giddings, Gout, Greeley 
Gregory, Grinnell, Nathan K. Hall, Hainmons, James G 
Hampton, Henley, Henry, Hubbard, Hudson, Hunt, Irvin, 
Jenkins, James H. Johnson, Kennon, Daniel P. King, Lahm, 
Sidney Lawrence, Leffler, Levin, Lincoln, Maclay, Me 
Clelland, MeClernand, Meclivaine, McKay, Job Mann, Hor 
ace Mano, Marsh, Marvin, Miller, Morris, Murphy, Nelson, 
Neweil, Nicoll, Palfrey, Peaslee. Peck, Petrie, Pettit, Phelps, 
Pollock, Putnam, Reynolds, Richardson, Richey, Julius 
Rockweil, Join A. Rockwell, Root, Rumsey, St. John, Saw 
yer, Schenck, Slingeriand, Smart, Caleb B. Smith, Robert 
Smith, Truman Smith, Starkweather, Charles E. Stuart, 
Strohm, Strong, Tallinadge, Taylor, James Thompson, Wil- 
liam Thompson, Thurston, Tuck, Turner, Van Dyke, Ven 
able, Vinton, Warren, Wentworth, White, Wilmot, and 
Wilson—120. 

So two-thirds not voting therefor, the rules were 
not suspended, and leave was not granted for the 
introduction of the bill. 

The SPEAKER inquired whether the gentle- 
man from Alabama [Mr. Hixuiarp] desired a 
separate question on suspending the rules, for the 
purpose of receiving the other bill? (7. e. the bill 
to authorize the people of California to form a 
State government. ) 

Mr. HILLIARD answered in the affirmative. 

The following is a synopsis of the bill: 

The bill proposes to authorize the people of that 
portion of California west of the Sierra Nevada 
range of mountains, lying between the parallels of 
34° 30’ and 41° 30' north latitude, to form a con- 
stitution, and apply for admission as a State, re- 
serving to the United States all rights of property 
ceded by the late treaty with Mexico free from 
taxation by said State, together with the power of 
disposing of the same, and of adjusting all claims 

} » ] - 
and titles to land, derived from foreign govern- 
ments, insuch manner as Congress may prescribe. 
It is also provided, that until the next general 
census shall be taken, the State of California shall 
be entitled to one representative in Congress. The 
bill also proposes to organize the remaining portion 
of the territory lately acquired from Mexico (ex- 
cept that given to Texas) into a territory, bearing 
the name of Utah—the principal name already 
there—to be governed in such manner as Congress 
may prescribe. 


THE CONGRESS! 


The question was then declared to be on sus- 
pending the rules, for the purpose of receiving the 
said bill. 

The yeas and nays were asked and ordered. 

Mr. WENTWORTH called for the reading of 
the bill. 

The question was put to the House, and decided 
in the affirmative. 

So the bill was read. 


Mr. HILLIARD. I desire to say that as the | 





House has, by a vote 
Mr. PETTIT inquired of the Sreaxer if the 
motion was debatable ? 
The SPEAKER said it was not. 


ONAL GLOBE. | j 


Mr. HILLIARD. I am not going to debate it. | 


Mr. PETTIT. 


I call the gentleman to order. 


Mr. HILLIARD. [ask the gentleman to take | 


his seat. lam about to make a motion which is 
perfectly in order. Can 1 not have the floor for a 


moment? 1 beg the gentleman not to interrupt 
me, 


Mr. PETTIT. 
debate, I will interrupt him. 

The SPEAKER interposed to order. 

Mr. HILLIARD. I am not going to debate. 


If the gentleman undertakes to | 


I merely wish to say that I shall withdraw the | 


bill, and offer this and another bill as a substitute 
for the territorial bills which have been made the 
special order of the day for the 30th instant. 

So Mr. H. withdrew the bill. 


Mr. WILSON (by leave) presented resolutions | 
of the Legislature of the State of New Hamp- | 


shire, approving of the vote of the Representa- 
tives of that State in Congress, at the present ses- 


sion, upon the subject of the slave trade in the 


District of Columbia. 


Also, resdlutions of the Legislature of said 


State in favor of the passage of a law by Con- 
gress prohibiting slavery in New Mexico and 


California, and instructing their Senators, and re- | 
questing their Representatives to vote in favor of | 


such a law. 

Also, resolutions of the Legislature of said 
State, expressing a desire that the lustre of the 
glorious events of the Mexican war may never be 
tarnished by the introduction of slavery in the ter- 
ritories acquired as the result of that war; which 


several resolutions were laid on the table, and or- || 


dered to be printed. 
STATE OF ALABAMA. 


Mr. COBB, of Alabama, moved to suspend the 
rules, to enable him to offer the following resolution? 


Resolved, That the Committee of the Whole Houre be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the Senate bill 


entitled * An act authorizing the payment of interest upon | 


the advances made by the State of Alabama for the use of 
the United States Government in the suppression of the 
Creek Indian hostilities in 1836 and 1237, in Alabama,’ and 
that it be now taken up and considered iu the House until 
dis posed of. 

The motion to suspend the rules prevailed, and 
the resolution was received and agreed to. 

The House proceeded to the consideration of the 
said bill; and it having been read— 


Mr. COBB desired to call the attention of the | 


House particularly to an amendment which had 
been reported to the bill. It is as follows: 

And be it further enacted, ‘That in ascertaining the amount 
of interest as aforesaid due to the State of Alabama, the fol- 
lowing rule shall govern: 

Ist. That interest shall not be computed on any sum 
which Alabama has not expended for the use and benefit of 
the United States as evidenced by the amount refunded or 
repaid to the State of Alabama by the United States. 

2d. That no interest shall be paid on any sum on which the 
said State of Alabama did not either pay or lose interest as 
aforesaid. 

The amendment having been read— 

Mr. VINTON rose to make an inquiry. There 
were, he said, several acts of Congress to settle the 
claims of Virginia in which certain principles by 
which the settlements were to be governed were 
laid down. He wished to know whether this 
amendment was a copy of the Virginia and other 
acts? If so, the principles of these acts having 
been settled by this House, after great considera- 
tion, he saw no objection. If a new principle was 
introduced, it should be considered. 

Mr. COBB said it afforded him much pleasure 
to state that the amendment was precisely such an 
one as the gentleman (the chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means) had reported at the 
last session. 

Mr. VINTON said, if so, it was in accordance 
with the Virginia amendment. 

Mr. COBB (amidst much merriment) said that 





| 


_ had already witnessed, that the House 





an. 22. 
he was satisfied it was unnecessary to consyn) 
the ime of the House in any lucid ‘discussion ne 
this bill. Every intelligent gentleman fend = 
presumed every member of this House was eek} 
would embrace it at once. It was amnecennan, 
for him to debate it. The question was bene. 
them. He was satisfied, from the indications a 
; Es : Was anx.- 
iously awaiting an opportunity to show its good 
feeling towards him, if he asked them for anythin 
which was proper. He was satisfied that thee 
were willing to give him so much as ten minutes 
of their time to dispose of this bill. He moved 
the previous question. 

And there was a second. 

And the main question was ordered to be now 
taken, (which main question was first on the 
amendment.) 

And the question having been taken, the amen. 
ment was agreed to. 

And the question then being on the third reading 
of the bill— 

Mr. CRISFIELD inquired of the Speaker if the 
bill was amendable? 

The SPEAKER said, No; the previous question 
was notexhausted. The question was on the third 
reading of the bill. 

Mr. CRISFIELD moved that the bill be Jaid 
upon the table. 

And the question having been taken, the House 
decided that the bill should not be laid on the table. 

Mr. CRISFIELD inquired ofthe Speaker if it 
was in order to move the recommitment of the bill? 

The SPEAKER answered in the negative. 

Mr. SCHENCK inquired if it was in order for 
any one but the gentieman from Alabama (Mr. 
Coss] to know anything about the bill? 

Calls to order. 

The question was then taken on the third read- 
ing of the bill; and having been read a third time 
by its title, and the question being on the passage 
of the bill— 

Mr. INGE moved the previous question, which 
was seconded; and the main question was ordered 
to be now taken. 

_ After a conversation between Mr. ASHMUN 
_and the SPEAKER on a point of order— 

The main question was taken, and the bill was 

passed. 


RETROCESSION OF THE DISTRICT. 


Mr. FLOURNOY moved a suspension of the 
| rules, to enable him to introduce a bill (of which 
previous notice had been given) for the retroces- 
sion of the District of Columbia. 


CLAIMS OF ALABAMA. 


Mr. HARRIS moved a reconsideration of the 
| vote by which the bill had been passed, and moved 
| that that motion be laid on the table. 

| Mr. ROOT asked the = and nays, which 


| were ordered; and being taken, were yeas 114, nays 
| 66. 


YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Atkinson, Barringer, Barrow 
| Beale, Bedinger, Bocock, Boyd, Bridges, Albert G. Brown, 
| Ruckner,-Buit, Cabell, Canby, Franklin Clark, Beverly L. 
Clarke, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Cocke, 
Collins, Daniel, Darling, Dickey, Dickinson, Dunn, Edsall, 
| Featherston, Ficklin, Fisher, Flournoy, French, Fulton, 
Gaines, Giddings, Greeley, Grinnell, Moses [ampton, Har- 
alson, Harris, Haskell, Hill, George 8. Houston, Hunt, Inge, 

Iverson, Jenkins, Robert W. Johnson, John W. Jones, Kauf- 
| man, Kennon, Thomas Butler King, Lahm, La Sére, Wm. 
| T. Lawrence, Sidney Lawrence, Leffler, Levin, Lincoln, 
Lumpkin, Lynde, McClelland, McClernand, Mclivaine, 
McKay, Job Mann, Meade, Miller, Morris, Morse, Newell, 
Nicoll, Pendleton, Petrie, Pettit, Peyton, Phelps, Pilsbury, 
Pollock, Preston, Richardson, Richey, Robinson, Rockuill, 
John A. Rockwell, Rose, Sawyer, Shepperd, Simpson, 
| Slingerland, Smart, Caleb B. Smith, Robert Smith, Truman 

Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, Stephens, Charles E. Stuart, 
| Tallmadge, Taylor, Thibodeaux, Thomas, Jacob Thompson, 
Robert A. Thompson, William Thompson, Thurston, Tomp- 
kins, Toombs, ‘Turner, Venable, Wentworth, Wiley, Wit 
liams, Wilmet, and Woodward—114. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Ashmun, Bingham, Blackmal, 
Blanchard, Bowlin, Boyden, Brady, Brodhead, Chapman, 
Clingman, Collamer, Conger, Cranston, Crisfield, Crowell, 
| Crozier, Dixon, Garnett Duncan, Edwards, Embree, Nathan 
Evans, Farrelly, Freedley, Fries, Goggin, Gott, Nathan K. 
Hall, James G. Hampton, Henry, Hilliard, Elias B. Holmes, 
| Hubbard, Hudson, Irvin, James H. Johnson, Kellogg, Daniel 
| P. King, Ligon, Mc Dowell, McLane, Horace Mann, Marsh, 
Marvin, Mullin, Murphy, Nelson, Nes, Outlaw, Peaslee, 
Peck, Reynolds, Julius Rockwell, Roman, Root, Rumsey, 
| St. John, Schenck, Strohm, Strong, John B. Thompson, 
Tuck, Warren, White, Wick, and Wilson—66. 


| So the motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 


RETROCESSION AGAIN. 


: 
| The question recurring on the motion of Mr. 
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